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The resolution lies over, under the rule. 
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th OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. \| RECIPROCITY TREATY. | very ehers report, and from that report, [ will ‘ye 
her Mr. HALE. 1 move that the Senate proceed || Mr. RICE submitted the following resolution; | read one clause: 7 _ 4g 
sue poe wane . , I] i as considered by unanimous consent, || _ “The clerks of the Committees on Finance, Printing, an 
eral to the consideration of the resolution w hich was | which wee considere y ” || ciaims, shall be permanent clerks, at a salary of @1,560 per i 
called up yesterday, and postponed until this | and agreed to: | tome t 
- morning | ee That the ee of the ena be “4 | “The clerks employed by all the other committees shall m3 
peal oete _ . ° > » re- || quested to communicate to the Senate a reports made || receive a compensation of six doliars diem during the hie 
less The moGon. Wee eqaasiaee an — me re || since May 2, 1860, by James W. Taylor, in reference to | time of their Seve! employment; odes the close of the kf 
sist- sumed the ee of the Se ee - ro | the operations of the reciprocity treaty. second session of each Congress, shall be entitied to an ‘ 
a , i acting Secretary o e : i 
yuld - appointment ofan § y COMMITTEE CLERKS. awa equal to the amount of their per diem 
iy. enate. A . 
lon Mr. HALE. The Senator from Indiana yes- Mr. POWELL. I move to take up the res- That was the opinion of a special committee, 
i terday enggeeies a modification of the resolution, || olution which I offered yesterday. who made a very elaborate report on this subject. 
Vor to which 1 assented at that time; but on consider- | The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from The object of giving this sixty days’ pay is, to 
ary ation, | prefer the resolution as originally offered, || Kentucky moves to take up the resolution sub- | say them while they are here, finishing up the 
vent without modification. mitted by him, tomake an allowance to the clerks pone oe of their respective committees. My 
ates The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator pro- || of the standing committees of the Senate. | friend from North Carolina saye he can get plenty 
rom oses to restore his resolution to its original form. || Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope it will not be taken |} of men for half the pay. I will venture to say, 
whe That can be done only by the unanimous con- |! up. We had up at the last session, and postponed | that you can get plenty of men who will under- 
an sent of the Senate. The Chair hears no objec- || indefinitely, just such a resolution. It is a res- || take to fill the Senator’s place for half his pay. I 
ded tion. ‘ : olution to pay a pens of $360 to each person | do not consider that argument as : 
tate Mr. BRIGHT. I object to it. y who acted as a clerk of a committee at the last | Mr. CLINGMAN. ‘That suggestion has been ae 
but The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it must be || session of Congress. That is exactly what it = dee donor Le ant tn died aie MIRAE Re aee te 
on done on motion, ; || 1 should be glad if I could have the erga think it necessary to answer it—that membere of A 
Mr. BRIGHT. I was going to add, further, || the Senate for a moment on this question. © || Congress get more than these clerks. What I 
ons that my object in ebjecting is to let the resolution || clerks of committees are paid six dollars a day !| say i Unies camel hae caeeieiinn ten say it once in - 
the lie without action on the part of the Senate at the || during the session, and from the commencement the House of Representatives: that you can get a 
hey present session. | of the session, whether they are here or not. | competent men to do this business faster than @ S 
am Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest to the || Many of the committees have not had three meet- | regiment could shoot them down as they came if 
ea Chair that my impression was that the usage of || ings during the session; I know some of them | up. I know of no men in the country who are te 
tes the Senate had uniformly been, that where there || have not; and now there is a proposition to pay | so well paid for little service as the clerks of the ‘? 
de- had been no action taken on a resolution, it might || & gratuity of $360 to each clerk to finish up his | committees. I shall not undertake to argue with J 
ews be modified by the mover. 4 business. The Republican party have come into l| the Senator as to whether my labors are greater i 
not The VICE PRESIDENT. That is so; but || power as a reform party, intending to reform the | ds Vien tisaies Sieakees- 3 coi aicaiondlagin one meee eh 
I be there has been action taken by the Senate on this || abuses of this Government; and I am for meeting Whenever he moves to reduce the salary of Sen- 7 
old. resolution. They have voted on it. Itis,there- || them at the threshold. I regard this as one. ators, I shall hear from him on that point, But el 
vub- fore, now in the possession and control of the || There has been no resolution of this character | aan in tein gross abuses which have sprung up of 
a. Senate. They voted against laying it on the table || passed, I think, since, on deliberation, we ap- | here from mere favoritism, I am very glad a and 
e of by the yeas and nays, yesterday. pointed a committee to revise the rules, and settle | that Senators on the other side—and I hope the 
» of Mr. HALE... Then | move to restore the res- || the eer of the employés of the ae hee supported on this side—want to oo 
o olution te the original form. which were thrown in upon usat the close of each | 
rize > DD ee af +s - wi: them. Six dollars a day will secure thousands 
ut | The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is || session, for gratuities of this kind. I am willing | Oe a ee eS pees attains 
ae on the amendment, which will be read. || to pay the clerks and otheremployésa reasonable | ale aeitoan cherall: PH eee gi pee pore 
i. Mr. BRIGHT. I am not going to object if the || salary for their services; and, when that is fixed || 5 e. d y little. 4 an eet 
Se desires to have the resolution in the shape || and paid, I think we ought not to be pressed by || 0) “em Co very litte. 2 nee ae. ae 
sus- oe rae . pe || and paid, ; 5 ” Pressec’ 312, || some regular work, as the clerks of the Commit- 
for in which it was originally offered; for, if-he has || those persons, who have performed a friendly | 1... io: 
i OF : I d | Fe | foo] || tees on Finance, Claims, and some others, they 
hat- the power to pass it, he has the pecet to amend || service for us, and towards whom we may feel | stand on a different footing. 
ives it. My object was to appeal to the Senator to let || kindly disposed, at the closing hours of a session | a DONNTET TY Gas enseds necks ln. 
meet it lie, or to postpone it on his own motion to the || to pay them a gratuity in this way. I know that | skenennctidis tien Senatordid a aoe sea aie os 
nae. first Monday of December next. it is an ungracious thing to object toit. Having | og yd apc ne Sen ee eli ah Gina 
ll The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no ob- || stated this much, and warned the Senate of what || ! ; y y 
em : difcati hi oteeh teeters iat lant 5 Cate di e it, | that there are hundreds of men, I have no doubt, 
1 as jection to the modification, the resolution is before || this resolution is, | trust we may dispose of it, | who are willing to take upon themselves the dis- 
Bo- ‘the Senate in its original form. ‘ and that it will not be thruston us again. We ihasee of tea denetnne. of aaa diet this 
mei- Mr. BRIGHT. ow, I move to postpone its || voted down just such a resolution at the close of Sinoretendsed thee inne ieee thee, a oatien amal i 
. consideration until the first Monday of December || the last session. (hiak ha deseaian paranieedal fs me a oa 
“ Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to have the res- | he a 3 thet ou seal a re seat of asad to 
The question being tpken,.chere were, on a || olution read. | do han Seated I think there plies to ever 
division—eyes 10, noes 19; no quoruas voting. he Secretary read it, as follows: ects eatin An aaa has ae 
Mr. HALE. Lask for the yeas and nays. || Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed || ‘ thi ae for the last ti y k aes 
That will bring them. || to pay to the committee clerks of the Senate of the last || 17 !S City for the last three weeks must be satis- 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, excepting those of fied that there are thousands upon thousands of 
Tina » Mai ri i 3 . 2nsati . > > 
taken—resulted yeas 12, nays 26; as follows: riseuee » Claims, and Printing, the usual compensation for || patriotic gentlemen who are ready to relieve those 
nator ‘ YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Breckinridge, Bright, Cling- || ~ ar tm, She. Panis, Sexvice,...e Baia Ale Ui man wave to 
AU A0o— = y = y : . “ 
ana man, Douglas, Johnson, Mitchel, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam very glad that the || put up these offices to the lowest bidders, I dare 
h bis Rice, and Thomson—12. Senator from Illinois objects to this. I have reg- || say you would get many of them for half the 
‘ NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bin ag Clark, Col- || ularly opposed such propositions as long as I have || amount; but that is not the question. These gen- 
_ tamer, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, || heen in Congress. The regular pay is such that || tlemen are employed here to render certain ser- 
row. Grimes, Hale, Harris, Howe, King, Lane, Morrill, Sim- ae aa ded 1c: al en li an ae ae 
mous, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, || We have genera y a hundred applicants in less || vices ata per diem salary. A committee of the 
Wilmot, and Wilson—26. than one week for any vacancy that occurs, I || Senate, afterlaborious investigation, reported that, 
So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. believe that the clerks of committees are the best || in their opinion, at the close of the last session of 
t the The resolution was adopted ine paid men, in proportion to their services, of any || each Congress, it was proper to give these per- 
Dutive Resolved, Th oe r in the country. I doubt if any of them work || sons their per diem pay for sixty days. That is 
teted genet Viltiam Hickey be, and he hereby is, || more than an hour a day during the session, and || the question. It has been customary, I under- 
appointed acting Secretary of the Senate during the pres- . . ° 4 . . . 
e time ent infirmity of the Secretary; and that said acting Sec- || 1 am utter!y opposed to this resolution, whatever | stand, to give it to them. At the Congress be- 
re re- retary be, and he is hereby, empowered to do and perform || might be my friendship for them. I do not think || fore the last the Senate passed such a resolution 
phere aoe a to the office of Secretary 7 the || I have a right to take the public money and give || as this; at the last Congress it was refused. 
and under the bene Nicememaaoae ee “na |] it away and if I had, there are many other men Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Secretary, and after giving like official bond ; and that he || in the United States whom I like just as well as || Kentucky allow me to ask him if the Senate did 
<p comiane until the further order of the Senate; and that || these people. I have no doubt we could get any || not refuse to concur in that portion of the report 
chne ook = William Hickey be continued the || number of men for half the present salary to do || proposing to pay the sixty days’ additional! aliow- 
-Y. the work they do. ance, and if the fact is not that it has never been 
roved. ELECTION OF OFFICERS. Mr. POWELL. I regret to differ with the two || allowed since-that committee acted ? 
| from Mr. HALE. Lhavearesolution to offer, whith |} Senators who have spoken on this resolution. | Mr. POWELL. I think it probable they ma 
_Jous may lie on the table: think it is proper that the resolution should pass, | have done so. About that 1 am not advised. 
Resolved, That the Senate will, on Saturday, the 23d | 24 it has heretofore been the custom of the Sen- || find the report here among the reports. When 
instant, at two o'clock, proceed to the election of a Ser- || ate to pass such resolutions as this. The last || gentlemen speak of economy, £ must say that I 
feant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, and an Assistant Door- || Congress, I believe, was the only one that refused || look upon it as the most miserable economy to be 
. swe _— todo so. This whole matter was referred toa 
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cutting off from clerks a little, petty stipend, when 
they come here and stay three months in the year, 
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business. When gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber talk about retrenchment and reform, 
they should remembersome of the bills which they 
voted through Congress, especially that granting 
millions on millions fur three branches of the Pa- | 


cific railway. If those Senators will allow me, I || 


will say to them, in the best temper possible, that 
if they wish to have economy and reform, they 
had better look to some of the measures that take 
millions upon millions outof the Treasury, instead 
of this litle pittance thatis asked for these clerks. 

I hope that the resolution may pass. I think it 
is proper that these gendemen should have this 
allowance. I am as much for economy as any 
gentleman here, | hope; 1 have universally voted | 
against extravagant appropriations, and I shall | 
continue to do so; but I do not think that we 
should be penny wise and pound foolish upon 
these little matters of paying clerks. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The argument of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky ts the old argument always 
made here forexpenditures. You never can find 


the right place to lop off anything. ‘The excuse-|| and within whose limits such forts and other public prop- 


is, when you propose to stop some waste, that 
there is Other waste, and therefore you must not | 
begin here, 1 differ altogether with the Senator 
on the leading principle. I insist that you have 
no right to give more salary to officers than will 
secure competent men. That is the rule which 


prevails in private life; it is the rule which ouglit | 
to prevaii here; and whether it be Senators, Presi- | 


dents, or clerks, you are bound to give as much 
as will secure to the public proper services; and 
when you have done that, you have gone as far 
as you oughtto go. In the other House they pay 


the clerks of their committees four dollars a day; | 


and at the beginning of the session every com- 
mittee is burdened with candidates. Here they 
are paid six dollars a day; and it seems, not con- 
tent with that, it is proposed to give them an extra 
allowance. | would put them on the footing of 
all other service done, asa private individual would 
do, and pay what itis worth. I know there are 
appeals to our generosity. As long as Congress 
gives to the persons employed around here who 
wait on us and act for us, money in excess, you 
cannot expect the other officers of the country to 
be economical. It is always thrown up at us, 
**look to what men get here at Washington, what 
Senators, what clerks, what men in the Depart- 
ments are getting;’’ and the result is, that you can- 
not have a reduction of expenditure at remote 
points. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is | 


on the motion to take up the resolution for con- 
sideration, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. L hope it will be taken up, 
and then voted down. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it be taken up for con- 
sideration. [** Very well.’’} 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK. 1 ask for the yeas and nays on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Breckinridge, Bright, Foster, 


Jolinson, ae Lane, Mitchel, Nesmith, Powell, Rice, 
and Thomson—! 


NAYS—Mesers. Baker, Bingham, Chandler, Clark,Cling- | 
man, Cowan, Dixon, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, | 


Haiec, Hartan, Harris, Howe, King, Morrill, Simmons, Sum- 
Wilson—25. 
So the resolution was rejected. 


FORTS IN THE SECEDING STATES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. Dovcias 
on the 13th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
inform the Senate what forts, arsenals, navy-yards, and 
other public works, within the limits of the States of South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisi- 
ana, and ‘T’exas, are now within the actual and 
occupation of the United States, and by what number of 
men each is garrisoned and held, and whether reinforce- 
ments are hecessury to retain the same ; and if so, whether 


the Government has the power and means, under existing | 


laws, to supply such reinforcements within such time as | 
the exigencies and necessities of the case may demand; | 
and whether the defense and protection of the United States | 
and their interests make it necessary and wise to retain 
military possession of such forts, places, and other prop- | 
erty, exeept at Key West and Tertugas, and to recapture | 
Gapeieed et such others as the ey States have been | 

v re Or surrender any other purpose, | 
and with a } to gny opber end and | 
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ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinsun, Wilmot, and 
| 
i 








to secede from the Union, and within whose limits such 
forts and other public property are situated ; and, if such 
be the motives for recapturing and holding the forts and 


| otler public property, what military force, including regu- 
lars and volunteers, would be necessary to enable the Uni- || 


ted States to reduce the States aforesaid, and such others 
as are supposed to sympathize with them, to subjection 


and obedieuce to the laws of the Union, and to protect the || 
| Federal capital. 


The pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Crank to strike out all after the words 
**United States,’’ where they first occur, in the 
following words: 


* And by what number of men each is garrisoned and held, 
and whether reinforcements are neces-ary to retain the 


same; and if so, whether the Government has power and | 


means, under existing laws, to supply such reinforcements 
within such time as the exigencies and necessities of the 
case may demand; and whether the defense and protec- 


| tection of the United States and their interests make it 


necessarry and wise to retain military possession of such 
forts, places, and other property, except at Key West and 
aoe e and to recapture and reoccupy such others as the 
United States, have been deprived of by seizure or sur- 
render, for any other purpose, and with a view to any other 
end than the subjugation and occupation of those States 
which have assumed the right to secede from the Union, 


erty are situated ; and, if such be the motives for recap- 
turing and holding the forts and other public property, what 
military force, including regulars and voluuteers, would 
be necessary to enable the United States to reduce the 


| States aforesaid, and such others as are supposed to sym- 


pathize with them, to subjection and obedience to the 
laws of the Union, and to protect the Federal capital. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mtr. President, suppose the 
people of the seceded States have exaggerated the 
dangers to their security and welfare which would 
arise from the administration of the common Goy- 
ernment on the accession of a party whose senti- 


ment is hostility to their institutions, and whose | 


leading idea, if practically carried out, would in- 
evitably subvert them: yet it cannot be doubted 
that the act of secession in every State has been 
the act of an organized and independent com- 


munity, and that the people of those communi- | 


ties have by their large majorities evinced singular 


ae of opinion; far greater unanimity of | 
xan existed in the people of this coun- | 


opinion t 
try at the time when our ancestors declared their 


independence of Great Britain. It is a change || 
of Government by the consent of the governed, | 


by the direct appeal to the people of each State 
in whom the ultimate sovereignty rests; revolu- 


tionary, because it breaks the compact with the | 


other States by which the common Government 
was created; but a revolution by the collective 
action of communities. It is an accomplished 
revolution. Nor ought the fact to be unheeded 


that they have organized a separate common | 


Government, and desire that their separation from 
the Federal Union may be on terms of amity and 
peace, and that they are ready to treat for the 
equitable and fair settlement ofall questions which 
might iead to conflict between the two Republics. 
I have endeavored to show that the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, has 
the requisite authority, under the treaty-making 
power, and that there is danger that war will 
ensue if that power is not exercised. 

There are three questions which require settle- 
ment between these Republics: the division of 
common property, the adjustment of common 
liabilities, and provisions in reference to the use 
of coterminous streams. I might add a fourth, 
which would be of great importance to the Fed- 
eral Union, because it would prevent and remove 
one of the most probable causes of collision. I 
allude to the prohibition of smuggling of mer- 
chandise over an extensive and unguarded fron- 
tier. By treaty it might be stipulated that, b 
the laws of both nations, the attempt to smuggle 
into either should be prohibited by penal sanc- 
tions; and the result would be, that the sanction 
of the laws of both Governments would so en- 
hance the hazard thata contrabrand system would 
never be adopted, and the mere casual introduc- 
tion of a few articles would have no relative effect 
on the revenue of either. 

If you refuse to treat, Mr. President, do you 
mean war? You cannot enforce the Jaws of the 
United States by the coercion of the magistrac 
in the seceded States, for not a solitary civil of- 
ficer, acting under the authority of the Federal 
Government, remains within those States. I trust 
that I have established that it was never in the 
contemplation of the Constitution to execute its 
laws by the military or naval forces asa primary 
power, but that they were merely to be used as 
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subsidiary powers in aid of the civil power, Bu 


|| if the relations between these two Republics a 
|| left in their present unsettled condition, the d ” 
| gerofcollision must be constantly existent. There 


an. 
is the loss also of prestige on the part of the Fed 
ion 
rce your 
1unt to a 
pendence d, 
nowledg. it 
8 avoid co}. 
| lision? Foreign Governments will so act if 
| do not, and thus cemplicate the relations betwee 
|, the two Republics. 


over the seceded States, and do not enfo 
laws. In fact, non-action would an 
| virtual acknowledgment of the inde 
|| facto of those States. Why not ack 


| But, sir, it cannot be doubted that war will be 
| the inevitable result if the Army or the Navy is 
employed toexecute the laws of the Federal Union 
within the seceded States. If you do mean war 
it is a question of morals and of power. Ther. 
| ig but one legitimate object for such a war, and 
that is the restoration of the seceded States to the 
|| Union. But you can never effect that result by 
| a war of subjugation. Is it consistent with your 
| form of government, if you could succeed in con. 
‘| quering those States, to hold them as subject 
| provinces? You must either desolate them, jf 
| you succeed, or you must maintain your suprem- 
| acy by an immense standing army, in order to 
keep them in subjection. Look at the condition 
of Venice and Austria. What myriads of troops 
is Austria obliged to maintain in order to keepan 
enervate people in a state of subjection against 
| their will! Sir, the admiration and love of mili- 
tary glory is quite as strong a passion among the 
| American people as with other nations. The 
permanent maintenance ofa large standing army 
'| would necessarily foster and encourage that pas- 
|| sion, and, in the end, some successful soldier 
|| would become the military autocrat of the Re- 
public, and substitute the coercion of arms for 
the coercion of the magistracy, because the char- 
|| acter of the people, under a war of one or two 
generations, would change, and the love of civil 
liberty that now exists throughout this nation 
|| would be seriously diminished, or, perhaps, en- 
tirely pass away. Ponder, too, Mr. President 
and Senators, upon the advice of the great Ham- 
‘| ilton, that in a common Government, existing 
|| over separate and independent communities, it is 
futile to expect the maintenance of that Govern- 
|| ment by the coercion of arms. The experience 
|| of history is entirely against such action. But, 
| Senators, you cannot conquer the South any more 
| than the South could conquer the North. The 
| first attempt at conquest would, of necessity, from 
the cause -of contest, force other slaveholding 
. States into the southern confederacy, and thisnew 
republic, as it stands, has both the wealth and 
population to maintain a national existence. It 
would be no short war. The result of war, too, 
is always doubtful, and far beyond human fore- 
sight. Accident will often determine a decisive 
battle. The individual genius of leaders controls 
|| the events of war far beyond any control that can 
be exercised by human genius during a state of 
peace. The genius of Andrew Jackson secured 
the victory of New Orleans. Under another, 
though an able soldier, it might have been lost. 
The majority of numbers and resources will not 
'| insure success in war, On the plains of Marathon, 
ten thousand Grecks defeated the countless hosts 
of Xerxes, and a comparatively small number of 
deficiently armed Swiss mountaineers met the 
mailed chivalry of Charles of Burgundy, and de- 
feated, utterly and disastrously, the best armed 
and organized army of Europe. Bannochburt 
must not be forgotten; and history is filled wit 
similar illustrations. : 
Again, sir, a war of invasion—which, if the war 
commences, must be its character, if you attempt 
to effect your purp ys’: under the pretext of “1 
forcing the laws—isaiways in favor of the Inv * : 
country, Men will fight for their homes and t ~~ 
firesides as they will not fight for conquest, an 
will endure the utmost extent of privation &? 
suffering, rather than yield to the invader; - 
disparity of force never insures the conquest 0 . 
invaded country. You have the illustration 2 
your own contest with Great Britain. ‘The re af 
tive power in wealth and armed organization ' 
England in relation to her colonies, at the ume : 
our P.evolution, was far greater than the vonalis 
maple of the northern States of this Union wow 
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supposing that other States—which must inevit- | 








resolution before the Senate, and upon some things 


abiy occur—would be drawn into the conflict. | which have been urged in supportof it,and which 
Great Britain might possibly, under abler mili- |} have been said during the debate upon it, 


tary men, have succeeded for the time; but after 


retained her supremacy over this country. Con- | 
ciliation might have saved her the colonies in the 
first instance, before independence was declared, 
but after its declaration, the acknowledgment ot 
their independence became an inevitable result, 
and was merely a question of time. 

I trust the idea thatit would be a legitimate act 
on the part of the Federal Government, for the 
purpose of effecting their subjugation, to incite 
servile insurrection in the States of this new re- 
public, is not entertained. The act would be for- 
bidden by common humanity and the indignant 
voice of the world. But if the spirit of malignity 
entertain such an idea, it will be disappointed. 
Servile insurrections may occur, @nd have oc- 
curred in the history of the world; but not at the | 
eall of an invader. Your own wars with Great 
Britain, in the Revolution and in 1812, illustrates | 
this. When the greatarmy of Napoleon invaded | 
Russia, though the mass of her population were | 
bondmen, the serf and the noble fought side by 


side. Their sacrifices, accerding to their condi- || 


tion, were equal. They equally displayed their 
loyalty to their country, and united with the same 
determined energy in resisting the invader. 

Is there, Mr. President,a pointof honor? The | 
Union is not dissolved if we let these States go. 
The United States remain; the Federal Govern- 
ment remains. We are a greatand powerful na- 
tion. Partof the dominions over which our laws | 
extended may be curtailed, and our jurisdiction | 
over them lost, but we remain with all the ele- | 
ments of a great nation, if we acknowledge the 
new republic.. But it my be said that, if we 
sever in consequence of this secession, arising 
from the anti-slavery sentiment, into two separate 
governments, the same sentiment will produce 
collision between the independent governments 
by the same action and interference which has 
led to secession from the common Government. | 
The answer is, that the anti-slavery sentiment, | 
with the masses at least, is an honest, though, as 
I think, a mistaken conviction, founded in ignor- 
ance of the relations of race. They believe, also, 
that there is a moral responsibility on their part 
connected with the operations of the common 
Government, in relation to this institution. That 
responsibility ceases if this new republic is ac- 
knowledged as.a separate nationality. We live 
onterms of amity with Spain and with Brazil. 
I have never yet heard that any organization has 
been made in any portion of this country in order 
to affect the relations between master and slave 
in Cuba or Brazil. You satisfy entirely the hon- 
est opinion as to moral responsibility for the ex- 
istence of slavery as an institution by separation; 
and that opinion, whatever may have Sees the 
effect of political causes and individual ambition 
in fostering or increasing it, has led to the dis- 
integration of this Union. 

Mr. President, if so many separate and inde- 
pendent communities existing under a common 
Government finding that, from dissonance of hab- | 
its, of manners, of customs, or from antagonism 
of opinion, or any other cause, they can no longer | 
remain under that common Government, can agree 
by peaceful action to separate into two republics, 
each pursuing its own destiny according to its 
own views and the will of its own people, it 
will afford the most pregnant and conclusive evi- 
dence that has ever been exhibited to the world of 
the capacity of man for self-government. If, on 
the contrary, blood must flow, and war, pro- 
longed civil war, be consequent upon separation, 
then, indeed, will the columns that su port this 
Federal Government be scattered into ingmente, 
and probably many petty and powerless govern- 
ments arise upon their ruins. Years of conflict 
may establish separate nationalities, but in that 
event the last hope of the patriot, the philosopher, 
and the Statesman, for the self-government of man, 
will perish with the dissolution of the Federal | 
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nion, 


. Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I am strongly 
impressed with t 
gle in this debate; and I would not but for one | 
qosideration, and that is, Icannot help it. I hope | 

¢ Senate will accept that as asufficientapology, | 
and allow me to make a few comments upon the | 


he idea that 1 ought not to min- | 


i 
| 
the first blood was shed, she never could have || 





| 
j 


- : d 
janformation, varied as it seems to be by the terms 


| any possible contingency in which war wey. be 


I am opposed to the passage of this resolution, | 


Mr. President; and, for the first reason, because || 


it seems to me that, so far, at least,as the mover | 
of the resoiution is concerned, it is wholly unne- | 
cessary. So far as | could judge from the argu- 
ment by which he supported the resolution, he | 
seemed to have himself nearly or quite all the in- 
formation he sought to obtain under the resolu- 
tion. It seems to me, therefore, unnecessary to 
ass this resolution, and thereby to call upon the 
Rectotary of War for the information specified in 
it, because the Senator himself seems to have it. 
That is one reason why I oppose the passage of 
the resolution. 
I oppose it also, for the reason that I am not 
entirely sure that the Secretary of War himself 
has the information. It is but a very short time 
since he entered upon the duties of his office, and 
I am not at all certain that he is prepared to com- 
municate to the Senate all that minute informa- 
tion which this resolution calls for. I do not 
undertake to say that he is not prepared to do it; | 
but it would not be very remarkable if he were 
not. And it is a little peculiar, perhaps, that this 


of the resolution, should be called for in the very 
morning of this Administration, and should never 
have been sought for during the life of the late 
Administration. 

I am opposed to the passage of the resolution 
for another reason. I am not entirely convinced 
of the wisdom of giving to the country the intel- 
ligence which this resolution demands. Itis said 
the condition of the country is critical; it is said 
that we are surrounded by dangers. I know the 
country, in many portions of it, is muchalarmed. 
I do not undertake to know, or to say myself, 
how serious the danger is. That there is some— 
too much—I admit. It is said that the danger is 
no less imposing than that of a public enemy con- 
fronting us, a hostile nation threatening us; and 
the debate assumes that the great question before 
this country is whether we are to have war or | 
peace. 

Now Iam not prepared to admit, if there be 


thrust upon us, that it is wise, that it is prudent, 
to give to the public, to the country, to the world, | 
to our own friends, and to our enemies if we have 
them, the very minute information which this 
resolution calls for. If we have a public enemy 
confronting us, I doubt if it be the part of wisdom, 
of good, sound, solid statesmanship, to publish to 
them, and for their information, just what forts 
we have in our possession, and by what force we 
hold them, and how much additional force may be | 
necessary in order to retain our possession of them; 
what numbers of men, what sums of money, will 
be required. I believe this course is not usual. | 
I am told that during the late Administration 
such intelligence as that was very freely imparted; 
but I believe they had so much regard to appear- 
ances that they did not communicate it oe 
I believe the information was communicated pri- 
vately, if at all; and I do not think we need un- 
dertake to better the instructions they gave us, to be 
more liberal to our enemies, if we have them, than 
that Administration was. It may be judicious 
for us to confine this knowledge to ourselves if 
we really have it. 

Sir, while I doubt the wisdom of communicating 
this intelligence to our enemies, | am not entirely 
sure that it is wise or prudent to communicate it 
to our friends. The Government of the United 
States has friends. The people of the United 
States are not all our enemies. Four years ago 
we did not hear any of this talk. Four years ago, 
or thereabouts, the people of the United States, 
with a very generous confidence, committed the 
administration of their Government tc a President 
and to his constitutional advisers, and to the na- 
tional Legislature, one department of which has 
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just retired, and a part of the legislative portion. | 
he country committed to the guidance of tiat | 
Administration, at that time had a respectable | 
position among the nationalities of the world, if I 
remember aright. It had a fair standing amon 

the nations oftheearth. It waslooked up to with 
some respect by the people of other countries and | 
by oeentent Its authority was not questioned | 
at home; it was not braved abroad. No Power 








presumed to brave its arms; no Power presumed 
to insult its flag. It is said, now, that there is a 
nationality, there is a government, which braves 
and defies it; that it sprang from ourselves, a rib 
of our own, taken from us during what horrid 
sleep I know not. It is said, so potent, so pow- 
erful is that government, that the Senator from 
Illinois suggests to us it would require not less 
than two hundred and eighty-five thousand men, 
I think, to enforce the laws of this country in that 
portion of this country which that government 
assumes to command and to control. 

How happened this? Thatisa question which 
the people of the United States are putting to 
themselves to-day, and have been for many ~— 
It is a very strange event. They are greatly dis- 
turbed about it. They are getting very curious 
to know how it all happened. I do believe, sir, 
to-day, they suspect cer Guereany that they 
have not been fairly dealt by. I say they are 
putting this question to themselves and to each 
other, to-day, How happened it? and I do not 
think we had better hurry up the answer to that 
interrogatory. When a people, a great people, 
and a much trusting people, like the people of 
the United States, stretch their nostrils over the 
scent of official treachery, it is not a good time to 
narade it. Treason had better get to its covers; 
its knights had better shun public paths and keep 
to the by-ways, and it may be very prudent for 
them to ride with their visors down. I do not 
think it exceedingly judicious, therefore, to pub- 
lish this information, at this time, to our enemies, 
and I do not think it quite prudent to tell it so 
early to our friends; I am afraid their nerves are 
not prepared to hear it; and, therefore, | am op- 
posed to the passage of this resolution. 

But I should not have troubled the Senate 
with these remarks, or with any remarks, if my 
only purpose had been to oppose the passage of 
the resolution. I confess that | am not more op- 
posed to the resolution itself than I am to very 
much of the argument by which it has been sus- 
tained. I did not like the argument which was 
submitted to the Senate and to the country by 
the Senator from Illinois who introduced the res- 
olution, I say this, sir, with a great deal of diffi- 
dence. No one knows better than myself how 
much deference is due from one so new and un- 
tried in public affairs as myself, to the judgment 
of one so tried and so skilled as the Senator from 
Illinois. Nevertheless, we have scarcely a pre- 
cedent for the events which now surround us and 
are transpiring before our eyes; and I am not 
quite sure but that, in political affairs, asin other 
affairs, it sometimes happens that one’s intuitions 
are about as safe to follow as the most carefully- 
studied lessons. 

I certainly did regret to hear a great many 
things contained in the speech of the Senator from 
Illinois; and I regretted as much to hear some 
things which have been uttered since that speech 
was delivered. I wish to note this peculiarity 
and this characteristic attending them all: there 
is a general, a studied, a deliberate dwarfing and 
belittling of the Government of the United States 
and of the people of the United States. We hear 
every day that this thing cannot be done; that 
the nation is not equal to this emergency, to that 
enterprise, to the other endeavor; you must sur- 
render that post, you cannot hold it; you must 
abandon that section, youare notstrong enough to 
stay there; itis within your own jurisdiction, but 
you have not force enough to hold it. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky remarked to us, a few days 
ago, ‘“* You must abandon all the States which 
abjure the authority of this nation.”” Why? Be- 
cause you have not force enough to maintain your 
authority there, and not enough to do more than 
to irritate the people there! does seem to me 
that this is- strange language to be used by the 
representatives of the people of the United States, 
here or elsewhere. 1t would do for our enemies 
to say such things. I hardly think—and I say it 
with the utmost respect—that it is becoming in 
our friends to say these things. We have not 
been accustomed to hear then. Our notion has 
been, heretofore, that the authority of the United 
States extended to its utmost limits, and that the 
power of the United States was sufficient to de- 
fend its authority anywhere within those limits, 
and was quite equal to sustaining it against any 
nationality or any Powerin the world. Thathas 
been our attitude heretofore; that has been the 
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prevalent American idea; and let me say here, | many of the causes of that apprehension as spring 


that I hope it will be but a very few months | 
hence when it will come again to be the prevalent, || 
the universal American idea. 

Sir, Lam reminded that, in the very infancy of 
the Republic, we found a war upon our hands, a || 
civil war; that then we encountered two classes | 


and contended with upon the field, and the Ameri- 
can irregulars,the Tories, who were not found in 
line, but who were lurking under hedges, who | 
were Sting at the troops of the Republic from 
| 


‘ 
of enemies—the British regulars whom we met 
1] 


behind old logs, from out of every forest and of 
every bunch of bushes. They had arms; they 
furnished them to the enemies of their country, 
not to its friends. They had provisions; they 
fed the enemies of their country, not its friends. 
The armies of the Republic got no aid, no sup- 
ort from them whatever. Sir, itis not my fault, 
dare say it is not the fault of the Senator from 
Ilinois, that I was reminded of this passage in 
our history by his speech the other day; but I do 
vehemently think it was the fault of the speech | 
itself. 
We have a new Administration just come into 
power. It has proclaimed its earnest desire, its | 
fixed purpose, to maintain the authority of the | 
United States—not the authority simply of this | 
Administration or of that, but the authority of | 
the people of the United States—by peaceable | 
means, if peaceable means will suffice. Thatis the 
settled policy, as 1 understand it, of the Admin- 
istration now existing. Is it not a laudable, is it 
not a lawful, purpose? Is it not a purpose which | 
demands the best efforts and the best energies of 
every one of us? Does it receive the support of 


those efforts and those energies? Certainly, it || 


seemed to me that the Senator from Illinois was | 
not furnishing the great aid which I know he can | 
furnish, to effectuate such a purpose as this. It 
seemed to me that he was too captious and too 
critical. It seemed to me that, instead of uphold- 
ing the hands of the Government, he was con- 
fronting the Government, not with arms, not with 
any demonstration of force, to be sure, but with 
the objections of a very acute mind checking the 
Administration here, stopping them there, telling 
them ** you must not do this thing; the Consti- | 
tution of the United States does not warrant it; | 
you must not strike the enemies of the country 
through this place; here is a statute which pro- 
hibits it; you must not undertake to collect even | 
the dues of the Government which belong to iton 
ship-board, because a statute forbids it, but you 
must collect it at the very pert specified in the act; 

ou must not prevent goods from being brought 


blockade them, or to prevent goods from bein 
entered there.’’ Admitting this to be all soun 
as matter of law, I simply wish to suggest, if it | 
be not the part of a friend of the country, of a 
friend of the Government, to find means by which 
these purposes can be achieved rather than to be 
so industrious to point out the difficulties in the 
way of achieving them? I do not say that this is 
the conduct of a Tory, or like the conduct of a 
Tory; but after all, it does seem to me rather to 
furnish countenance and support to the enemies 
of the United States than to furnish support to the 
United States. I allude to it now, not forthe pur- | 
pose of making a specific charge, but simply for 
the purpose of admonishing the representatives 
of the United States in this Senate that, if we are 
to have another revolution thrust upon us, we 
should take especial care that the historian who | 
shal! write of it hereafter shall not be compelled | 
to record that we, the friends of the United States, | 
found the descendants of the Cow-Boys in the 
American Senate. 

I believe, sir, that every Senator who has ad- | 
dressed the Senate upon the resolution now pend- | 
ing, without an exception, has professed his earn- | 
est desire that the peace of the country may be 
maintained. There has been a marked difference | 
of opinion as to the methods by which that peace | 
was to be best preserved. The Senator from IlIli- | 
nois told us with a great deal of force that we must | 
remove from our friends in the South all cause of | 
apprehension. Sir, that is imposing upon usa | 
great labor. If we could be excused from remov- 
ing more than abouta hundredth part of the cause | 
of that apprehension, { should be content with it. 
If they would only call upey us to remove so 








no such purpose. How is it that 





| 
into those harbors, because they are the harbors 
of the United States, and you have no right to | 


from the conduct of the Government, or of the 
— from which that Government has emanated, 
would be content with the terms; but the truth 


is, the Government bas not furnished this cause || "izing the independence of such States 


of apprehension. The party which is responsible 


belong, has done nothing to create that apprehen- 
sion; and 1s, as | deem, in no manner responsible 
for it. It has been said over and over again that 
we have no purpose to trample upon a single 
right of any individual, or of any portion of the 
country; and, I understand, it has been admitted 
by Senators on the other side that these Senators 
who surround me on this side of the Chamber, 
the representatives of the Republican party, have 
nators at- 
tribute to the party itself purposes which find no 
advocate, no representative here? Have not these 
apprehensions been occasioned, not by anything 
we have done, not by anything we propose to do, 
not by anything we have said or threatened, but 
have they not “p-ung entirely from the representa- 
tions of those ...ose habit it has been too.much 
to malign, to misrepresent, and to traduce .iem? 
The Senator himself, near the close of his 
speech, spoke of the possibility of a war being 
waged by the North against the South; the pur- 
pose of which should be to subjugate one half of 
the States of the Union to the other half; to re- 
duce (I think was his language) one half the 
States of the Union to abject slavery to the other 
half. Certainly the Senator will not insist that 
any such design exists anywhere; that any such 
purpose is entertained by any portion of the 
country. What possible motive can any Senator 
have, then, for suggesting such a thing? Is it 
calculated to remove these apprehensions? Is it 
calculated to reduce this alarm? Is it calculated 
to allay this excitement? On the contrary, does 
notevery such suggestion, coming from authority 
so high as that, from a source so respectable as 


for the Government, and the party to which I | 


| that, tend more than anything else, and more 
| than all things else, to continue and to increase 


this excitement? What is needed to remove all 
this apprehension, and every cause for it in the 
world, I ask, but that Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber should unite with Senators upon 
this to tell the country, North and South, East 
and West, that we have no purpose of trampling 
upon any one’s rights, or upon any one’s con- 
stitutional privileges? 

The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Breckin- 
RIDGE,] the other day, as I understood him, de- 
clared, very frankly, that this form of govern- 
ment, when administered in accordance with the 
terms of the Constitution, he believed was the best 
form of government upon earth. Why, then, 
seek to change it? Why, then, seek to disturb it? 
Has it not been administered in accordance with 
the forms of the Constitution? If so, whose fault 
is it? Not, certainly, the fault of the Republican 
party; not the fault of the friends of the \dminis- 
tration now in power. We never administered it 
a day until the 4th of March, and are scarcely ad- 
ministering it to-day. We are scarcely intrusted 
with the administration of the Government, but 
only with the administration of one department of 
the Government; and that is, the executive. The 
laws upon the statute-book, which the President 
announces his purpose to execute, are notlaws of 
our dictation, not laws of Republican devising. 
The only right which the Executive challenges is 
the right to execute laws which he.finds upon the 
statute-book, not those which he places upon the 
statute-book; and I do not know of a single stat- 
ute upon the books affecting this question of sla- 
very which has been passed by Republican dicta- 
tion; I do not know of one which has not been 
passed in defiance of Republican direction. 

The Senator from Illinois has met this question, 
as his habit is, very frankly and very bravely. 
He has not only demanded to know what is the 
whole policy of the Administration now in power, 
but he has frankly stated to the country what the 
toe * of that Administration, in his judgment, 
should be; and therefore, I suppose, what his pol- 
icy would be if he were himself at the head of the 
Administration, He has submitted to us three 
propositions; and I understand him to say that 
the President must choose one or the other, and 
stand upon it, and he must choose suddenly. He 
must either determine upon— 

“1, The RESTORATION AND PRESERVATION OF THE 





| Union by such amendments to the Constituti 





| States, and thus restore peace, unity, and fatery 
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“2. A PEACEFUL DISSOLUTION of the Union, 


sure the domestic tranquillity, safe 
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in the Union without such constitutional amendment” 
the establishment of a liberal system of commercia} aon 
cial intercourse with them by treaties of oo 


! comm ; 
| amity. free and 


“3. War, with a view to the subj 
cupation of thosé States which hav 
from the Union.” 

Of those three propositions, I understand him 
to say the first is decidedly the best. Of those 
three propositions, I understand him to say the 
last is decidedly the worst. Not to make the 
issue too broad, I content myself for the present 
with saying, that it seems to me, upon the con. 
trary, that the first of these propositions is decid. 
edly the worst. Iam not going to say that the 
last is decidedly the best. : 

The restoration and preservation of the Unio 
amendments to the Constitution as will insure the domes- 
tie tranquillity, safety, and equality of all the States, and 
alae peace, unity, and faternity, to the whole coun- 

I confess I have alittle difficulty, a little embar. 
rassment, in controverting the position of the Sen. 
ator upon this first proposition. I admit jt js 
worded very carefully. I regret that the Senator 
had not informed us, at the same time, what those 
amendments were which would restore tranquil- 
lity to the country, and secure peace and unity 
and fraternity to the whole country. I should 
have been better prepared to speak to the point 
if | had known fully what amendments, jy) the 
judgment of the Senator, were deemed necessary 
toeffect these purposes. That] desire to see peace 
and unity and fraternity restored to the whole coun- 
try, | am free to assert; and that such is the desire 
of every friend of the country I do not doubt; | 
know it must be; but what I object to in this 
proposition is, the admission it contains that fra- 
ternity can only be maintained by the adoption 
of certain amendments to the fundamental! law of 
the country; that, to restore any portion of the 
people of this country to harmony and to unity 
with the balance of it, it is necessary to incorpo- 


ugation and mititary 0c. 
€ seceded or may seceje 


n by such 


| rate into the fundamental law of the country such 


amendments as that portion of its people may see 
fit to dictate. It does not seem to me that this is 
the proper method to bring about unity, to bring 
about fraternity; for, if amendments are to be in- 
corporated into the Constitution which are ap- 
roved by only one portion of the people of the 
Union and are disapproved by the balance, while 
you may satisfy that portion which dictates the 
amendments, it seems to me you must inevitably 
dissatisfy that portion of the people which pro- 
tests against the amendments. 
In order to give satisfaction to the country, it 
seems to me, we must have a Constitution not 
merely satisfactory to one portion or one section, 
but a Constitution which has received the assent, 
or shall receive the assent, of the whole country. 
We have such a Constitution now; a Constitution 
which has received the assent of the whole coun- 
try. Why should not the whole country be sat- 
isfied with it? We have a Constitution, now, 
which almost every intelligent man in the county, 
from one end of it to the other, has, over and over 
again, given, not merely his implied assent (0, 
but his express assent to, in the most solemn 
manner in the world, mvoking the judgment of 
Heaven upon him as he was true or /alse to the 
oath rte he tock. I say, sir, this Constitution, 
thus assented to by the people of the whole coun- 
try, should not be changed at the dictation ope 
particular part of the country, or by any parte 
the country, unless it be that part of the county 
which, in accordance with the terms of the Con- 
stitution, has the legal right to change it. a 
mit such amendments, and, when that portion © 
the people of the United States approve of ay 
and adopt them, then, indeed, you may have, FA 
the time, peace, unity, and cirnpaye b but it - 
be only when you have obtained those -e 
ments from the judgment of the people of ms pa 
ted States, in accordance with the terms 0° i 
Constitution as it stands, that you will secure t 7 
unity. It will not be when you have obtaine 


these amendments from the fears of the people of 


the United States, or of any jon of them. 

The proposition is this: we havea Constitution; 
we admit, all of us here, that we ought to sup a 
it, that we have sworn to support it; we @ 
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that our obligations to it are no stronger than the 
obligations of every other citizen of the whole 


country, and every other portion of the country; | 
and that, when the people of any one State prove 
faise to it, and abjure it, they are as disloyal and | 


false as we should be if we were to do the same 
thing to-day. This is the Constitution we have. 
A portion of the people of the United States, it is 
said, have abyeres it; it is said, no longer regard 
it; it is said, have taken up arms to overthrow it. 
| do not stop to inquire how numerous that por- 
tion of the people are, or where they live. They 
are a portion of the people of the United States. 
I assume that they are less than a majority of the 

eople, which, in accordance with its terms, might 
[eeally amend it, I assume that, because they do 
not seek, by any such methods, to amend it. 
But, because this force is paraded against the peo- 
ple of the United States, because these threats are 
made, it is assumed that we must yield to them, 
that we must acquiesce in such terms as they see 


fit to dictate. That 1 understand to be the prop- || 


osition. 

Now, sir, it seems to me that that is not the sur- 
render of a fort, not the surrender of a ship; not 
the laying down of the arms of a battalion; it 


seems to me, it is surrendering the Government | 
. . s ' 
itself, and the very basis upon which it stands. 


It seems to me, it is giving up the whole fruits of 
the Revolution itself. It seems me, that that was 
precisely what the Revolution was fought for, 
that the people of the United States might form 
their own compacts, and secure obedience to them, 
when formed, on the part of ail the subjects of the 
United States. I sanewtaaa that great privilege 
was wrested by three million of the American peo- 

le from the whole power of the British Empire. 
Is it possible that that privilege is to be laid down 


_now by twenty or twenty-five million people to 


four or five million? And is not that the demand? 
If it is anything less than that, if it is an amend- 
mentof the Constitution which is demanded, such 
as the constitutional majority of the people shall 
approve, why not submit it to the people of the 
United States, in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion itself? Is it the part of patriotism, is it the 
part of statesm&anship, to take advantage ofa great 


emergency—of a crisis, if you please—like this, | 


to say to the people, no matter what your judg- 
ment may be upon the policy of that amendment, 
your wills must give way, you must accept the 
amendment, because it is necessary—for what? 
Not to secure the prosperity of the country, but 
to secure your own peace. I must adopt this 
amendment, not because [ like it; not because my 
judgment approves of it, but because I shall en- 
counter and aggravate the public peril, if I do 
not submit to it, if | do not adopt it. 

It does seem to me, sir, that we cannot afford 


to have peace upon any such terms. I think that | 


no such terms ought to be offered. It does not 
appear to me to be magnanimous, or even just. 
If the peril be great, the more reason why mag- 
nanimous men should not press it. Sir, we heard 
here the other day from Sendori on the other 
side, that the Republican party, as they said, was 
in power, and could afford to be magnanimous. 
In power, when such perils, when any perils, are 
paraded before our eyes in order to subdue our 
Judgments, or to subdue our wills! That isa 
power | do not covet. The power I want is that 
power which places me above fear. That I fave 
got; not as the fruit of the late presidential elec- 
tion. Tinherited that, Thatis the only power that 
1s worth anything to a free people. ‘That is pre- 
cisely the power which we cannot afford to aban- 
don, which we cannot afford to lay down. 1 do 
not say, “ we of the North;”’ I say, ‘* we of the 
Union,” cannot afford to lay it down. 

I say the lesson which they seek to enforce 
upon us here is a lesson which they can no more 
afford to teach than we can afford to learn. I say 
the precedent which they seek to establish is a 
prscedent fraught with danger—not merely to us, 

ut to them and to every portion of the country. 
We have heard it before; we have heard it for 
many years periodically, not constantly. Inthe 
Congress of the United States, in the national 
gislature, the judgments of the people’s repre- 
sentatives have n assailed time and again by 
this argument, Adopt this measure, approve this 
policy, not because it is demanded by the pros- 
rity of the country, but because it is demanded 

y the peace of the country. Peace! Sir, that 
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| peace which is only preserved by the abandon- | 
| ment of your own judgment, of your own opin- || 
| 


ions and the opinions of the majority of the peo- 
le of the country, cannot be worth maintaining. 
here never would be disturbance in the world, 


|| if sach means were thought worthy of being pur- 


sued, in order to preserve tranquillity. 
lam not speaking eee the policy of this or 
thajgamendment to the Constitution of the United 


| States. Nosuch amendment is submitted. We 
| have none such to talk about. I am saying that 


I do not think it becomes the people of the United 
States, I do not think it becomes any friend of 


opinions be what they may) reform the Consti- 


tution of the United States because it is demanded 
by certain citizens who will not submit to the 
authority of the United States, unless its Consti- 


tution be reformed. Let the precedent be estab- | 


lished, and how long will it be before a new reform 
will be demanded? How long will it be before 
another amendment will be urged upon us by the 
same identical consideration? Ifsuch precedents 
should prevail, statesmanship will hereafter con- 
sist, not in pointing out the best modes of main- 
taining and supporting the Constitution of the 
country, but in furnishing the greatest variety of 
amendments to it. Let this precedent be submit- 
ted to, and hereafter, when your Presidents are 


| inaugurated, you will see them lay upon the table 


before them portfolios filled with ready-made 
amendments, and they will swear to support the 
Constitution of the United States by the same 
means that cobblers support their boots—by fre- 
quently mending them. 

If there be any provision in the Constitution 
which affects injuriously any one class, any one 
portion, any one interest in the whole country, it 
seems to me the part of wisdom, ofstatesmanship, 
and of patriotism, is to point out that difficulty, 
and to suggest the amendment which is necessary 
to provide against it; and then to submit to the 
justice of the people of the United States the ques- 
tion whether that mischief does exist, and to their 
justice also whether they will relieve, or will not 
doso. Ask it of their judgments—ask it of their 
consciences—and do not attempt to force it from 
their fears, from their apprehensions, 

I do not know, sir—I am not prepared to say— 
which of the other two propositions submitted by 
the Senator from Llilinois [Mr. Dovexas] is to be 


| preferred. I cannot undertake to foretell how se- 


rious would be the mischiefs resulting from a dis- 


| ruption of our present Union. In the first place, | 


I donot know where the division would take place; 
I do not know what shape the different fragments 
would take; Idonotknow whatinstitutions would 
co in one portion or in the other. I appre- 
vend, sir, that none of us know. I apprehend it 
would be the part, not of a wise statesman, but 
the act of an exceedingly rash statesman, to un- 
dertake to point out all the mischiefs, or any 
considerable portions of the mischiefs, that might 
spring from the disruption of this Union. If one 
could see the end of it, if one could see for a cer- 
tainty, that when a single division had been made, 
none other would follow, then we might begin to 
figure up the consequences. I do Wet Eber when 
disunion has commenced, where or when it will 
end. I reallycan scarcely conceive of a remedy 
that I think promises more difficulties and more 
or graver perils, than this remedy of disunion. 
In the first place, it is said you will have a Gov- 
ernment of the United States left. Is any states- 
man here prepared to say—has he calculated— 
what will be the exact value of that Government? 


It is said, we must have the peaceable acknowl- | 


edgment of the independence of those States which 
have seceded or whic's may choose to secede. Let 
that be published as the policy of the country; 
let that be known at homeand abroad. Four years 
ago, I say, you had a country and a Government 
whose credit was unimpaired. You know how 
long it took you to acquire that credit. You know 


how slowly it was given by the Governments of | 


the earth tous. You had established it. You 
have not lived a century. The whole life of the 


nation does not measure a hundred years; but | 
they have been growing years, glorious years. | 
You have established your credit throughout the || 
world. You know the objection was that your | 


Government was not strong enou h; that it could 
not ride out a storm; that it would fall to pieces 


upon the first trial; that its dangers were not from | 


the United States, to say that you must (let your 

















| outside, but from inside; that the first moment 


dissatisfaction and popular passion assail it, that 
moment it would be wrecked and go to pieces, 
Popular passion hasassailed it, Does any one here 


| say, let it go to pieces, and verify the prediction 


which the enemies of the country have been hurl- 
ing at us for so many years, and which they have 
but just got tired of hurling at us? How much 
confidence will the balance of the Union enjoy 
abroad? How much credit will you continue to 
have among the Governments of tHe earth? Is 
any one prepared to answer that question? I am 
not. 

But, sir, suppose you get present peace by 
granting present independence: is any one pre- 
pared to say-—— 

Mr. HALE. With the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, who will resume his remarks 


| to-morrow, I move that the Senate go into execu- 
| tive session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Satourpay, March 23, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gorter. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Secretary (Asbury Dickins, Esq.) called 
the Senate to order; and said: With the permis- 
sion of the Senate, [ will read a letter given to me 
yesterday by the Vice President: 


WasHineton, March 22, 1861. 

Srr: It being my intention, in conformity with established 
usage, and with a view of affording the Senate an oppor- 
tunity of choosing a President pro tempore, to retire fur this 
session after to day, I request that you will communicate 
this intention to the Senate to-morrow at the hour of its 
meeting. 

Yours truly, H. HAMLIN, 
“ice President of the Unued Slates. 


Assory Dicks, Esq., 


Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. Secretary, U have a resolu- 


tion to offer. It requires the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider it; but | hope there will 
be no objection, as it is the usual mode: 


Resolved, That, in the absence of the Vice President, 
Hon. Sotomon Foor be, and he is hereby, appointed Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate. 

The Secretary put the question on the resolu- 
tion; and it was agreed to nem. con, 

Mr. FOOT was conducted to the chair by Mr. 
Hace; and, on taking the chair as President pro 
tempore, addressed the Senate as follows: Sena- 
tors, I receive this unanimous expression of your 
confidence and good will with a full recognition 
of the personal compliment which it implies, and, 
I trust, with a full appreciation of the direct and 
of the contingent responsibilities which it im- 
poser. Not altogether unaccustomed to the duties 
of a Presiding Officer, | have learned somethin 
of the delicacy and difficulty which the best eft 
forts to a faithful discharge of those duties not 
unfrequently involve. Experience has, indeed, 
taught me thé necessity of relying very largely 
upor: the aid of exe kind codperation and of 
your indulgent forbearance—a codperation and a 
torbearance, | am pleased to say, which | have 
never seen wanting in this body. 

Thanking you for this flattering manifestation 
of your personal consideration, | can only pledge 
you, in return, my utmost endeavours to dis- 
charge the duties of the position which you have 
assigned me, with fidelity, with vigilance, with 
impartiality. 

The Journal of yesterday will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that a committee be 
appointed to inform the President of the election 
of a President pro t e of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Will the Sen- 
ator indicate the number of that committee ? 

Mr. WILSON. Two. 7 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Witson 
and Mr. Bricut were appointed the committee. 


NEW SENATOR. 


Mr. WADE presented the credentials of Hon. 
Joun Suerman, elected a Senatgy of the United 
States by the Legislature of the State of Ohio to 
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fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of | 


Hon. Salmon P. Chase. 

The credentials were read; and the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
Suerman, he took his seat in the Senate. 


Several messages in writing were received from | 


the President of the United States, by Mr. J. G. || 


Nicoxay, his Secretary. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


purpose of making a personal explanation. I find 
in the Globe of yesterday some remarks which 
appear to have been addressed to me, or to the 
Chair, propounding questions to me in reference 
to some remarks of mine a few days since in the 


Senate. It is unnecessary to read at length these 


remarks of the Senator from North Carolina, || 


{Mr. Cumseman.] The substance of the com- | 
plaint is contained in a single sentence, which I | 


* While he was going on with his remarks, one or two 
Senators, as | was interrupting him, said to me, ‘ Ask him 
what Senators he refers to as not entitled to seats on this 
floor.’ I did put the question to him, therefore, and he 
declined to state.”’ 


will read: | Y 
| 
| 


Then there is a very severe commentary on an | 
extract from a newspaper, and he supposes I 
might, and, in fact, must, have furnished the ac- 
count of what was going on here to that news- 


ut any such question to me as that. I have 


ooked over all the questions that he asked me— || 


and I believe | was interrupted from ten toadozen | 
times during my remarks—and there was no such 
question putto me. I never decline to answer 
any question that any Senator puts to me, if it is 
& proper question. To be sure, in the debate that 
was going on that day, the Senator often inter- 
rupted me; but having done about what cipher- | 


ing I intended to do in regard to the tariff, [ did not || 


choose then to go into a tariff speech, and I par- | 
ried, as well as I might, the interruptions. 

Now, if the Senator will look over the whole 
catalogue of his questions, he will find that he did 
not put any such question. No doubt he thought 
so, but he is entirely mistaken; he did not ask 
me to what Senator [ alluded. I stated the sub- 
stance of a conversation, which I had, some two 
years ago or more, with a Senator who has left 
the Senate, his State having seceded. He asked 
me if I would state who that Senator was. I told 
him no, I did not choose to state private conver- 
sations with anybody. He then asked me, if I 
would name the State he was from. I told him 
ne, for then he would probably pick him out. 
These were the only questions he asked me in 
reference to Senators. 

Since reading this, I have looked over the ac- 
count of the debate as it occurred, in the Globe, 
and I find that there were ten or a dozen questions 
put to me, but none of them of this import; so 
that the whole charge goes for nothing. As to 
furnishing newspapers with reports of what I say 
here or particular resolutions that I offer, 1 thought 
I had been long enough in the Senate not to have 
been suspected of anything of thatsort. Besides, 
if he had carefully read what was in the news- 
paper, he would find that that is not a correct ac- | 
count of the resolution I did offer; and probably, 

| 





if | had furnished the account, I should have fur- 
nished a correct one. 

There has grown up a habit here, Mr. Pres- 
ident, recently, that I have become pretty much 
accustomea to now, but I thought it rather sin- | 
gular when I returned to the Senate, after an ab- | 


sence of some time. ,J allude to the practice, when || 


a Senator gets up and addresses the Chair, of half | 
a dozen or a dozen interruptions taking place be- | 
fore he has spoken fifteen minutes. That was | 
not formerly the case. I make no kind of com- | 
plaint of it; but it appeared a little singular to me | 
that such a long string of questions, and such | 
violent criticisms upon my debate, should have | 
been made in myabsence. I could have satisfied | 
the Senator from North Carolina, in half a min- | 


ute, that he was altogether mistaken, if I had been 
here todo so. If he asked such a question, as 
he sepposed, I certainly did not hear it, and the 
reporters did not hear it, and they sit nearer to 
him thanI do. When l get up to speak ona 
simple amendment that I offer, I decline going | 
inté a debate thatginvolves the whole revenue sys- 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I rise for the 


iT 





| sponse had not been pub 
| recur to it. 


j 





i 





_ his jadgment, our new revenue system would not | 
| bring us $20,000,000 a year. 


| 
t 
EXECUTIVE MESSAGES | with all respect to the Senator, consider that it | 
| 


tem of the country, and the expectation of what 
this tariff will bring in, and all that sort of thing. | 
The Senator stated, two or three times, that, in | 


was necessary for me to give a counter opinion || 


to that. 


in correspondence with large 
importers in New York, who sometimes write the 
for copies of this tariff, and give me their views | 
of the effect it wili have. Yesterday or the day | 
before, | answered such a letter from a man who 
asked me for a copy of this tariff. He said he | 
thought the new ef would bring less revenue 
than the old one, and that it would not last two 
years. I wrote him back that the best reply to | 
his prediction was to make another one, and I 
would make one, and that was, that the first six 
months of the next fiscal year, this tariff would 
bring in $30,000,000 or more, and that within one 
ear he would be in favor of it; and I asked him 
just to put that note alongside of his, and patri- 
otically await the result. I would commend the 
same thing to the Senator from North Carolina. 
I think he had better let it go into operation before 
he stirs up opposition to it. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of | 
the Senate, I will say but a single ward. The | 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island says that 


| the report of his resolution in the Baltimore San 
paper. Now, in the first place, the Senator never || 


is not a correct one. 
that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say in the Sun, 
but the extract the Senator read, as published in 
the Globe. I have not seen the Sun. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Thatmay beso. The re- | 
port in the Globe was not published until the day 
after | made my remarks. I read what purported 
to be the Senator’s resolution in the Sun, and I sup- 
posed it was correctly reported. He says further, | 
that I did not put to him such a question as I | 
stated. At that time, my question and his re- 

lished, and I could not 
All I recollected, was that when he 
alluded to that subject, he said that some Senator 
had informed him that certain of the States would 
change, or perhaps had changed, the oath—I do 
not recollect which. 

Mr. SIMMONS. He said he advised them to 
do so. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Yes; had advised them to 
doit, and in that connection, | supposed J put ques- 
tions to him with a view ofascertaining what States 
they were. The honorable Senator tells me that he 
does not think I put the question in that pointed 
form, and he refers to the report in theGlobe. It 
is not very material whether I did or not. I had 
seen in one or two papers—in several, indeed—a 
statement that the resolution of the honorable 
Senator was aimed at me, and was intended to 
cast censure on the Legislature of my State. My 
sole object, therefore, was to obtain a disclaimer, 
or, if it were true, to ascertain the fact, in order 
that I might take steps, if necessary, to defend the 
Legislature of my State. From what the Sena- 
tor says now, it is not wee, eet Oy presume, that 
the matter should go any further. He informs 
me—and that will, no doubt, go into the papers— 
that, as far as he was concerned, this statement 
was made without his authority. I am willing, 
therefore, that it shall rest there; and on the sub- 


I presume he 1s right about | 


ject of the tariff, he and I have both discussed it, 


in the Senate and elsewhere, too much to render 
it necessary that we should debate it now. I will 
no longer ask the indulgence of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These expla- 
nations have been made by unanimous consent. 
ieee Eooreee no question for the consideration of 
the Senate. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate procced 
to the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by me peseeer in regard to the organization of 
the officers of the Senate. 

Several Senators. Read the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will, on Saturday, the 23d 
instant, at two o’clock, proceed to the election of & Ser- 
oa and Doorkeeper, and an Assistant Door- 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the resolution uncil the first Mon- 
day of December next. 


I did not, myself, | 





I will = say to him and to the Sen- || an expression of the Senate if the 
| ate, what I have sai 


| 
| 
| 








{| bull, 


| cial order for to-day ? . 


March 23, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senat 
from Indiana moves to postpone the further con. 


sideration of the resolution until the § 
c rst Mond; 
of December next. nday 


_ Mr. BRIGHT. I do it for the reaso 
is a very small attendance of Senators 
of the Chamber, and there cannot be a 


n that there 
on this side 
nything like 
Senat resolution ; 
acted on to-day. I think it much better that it 


should be gostponed until we can have a full 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The 
is on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senate voted to take u 
the resolution? P 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
was not put on the motion to take up t 
lution for consideration. The first question is on 
taking it up. That must be decided before the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana would be in 

order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I did not understand the Chair 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
is to take up the resolution for consideration, [f 
it be taken up for consideration, then the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana will be in order; byt 
it is not in order upon the question of taking it up, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I was under the impression 
that it was before the Senate. Is there not a spe- 


question 


uestion 
1€ reso- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished 
business of yesterday is the special order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Anda Senator who has not fin- 
ished his speech is entitled to the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Howe} is entitled to the 
floor on that special order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I inquire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire if he would not prefer that the 
special order should be taken up first. 

Mr. HALE. I think we had better dispose of 
this resolution first, in some way. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Very good. I ask for the 
eas and nays on the motion to take up the reso- 
ution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 

taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Ciark, Collamer, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Harris, Howe, King, 
Lane, Morrill, Sherman, Simmons, Sumner, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wiikinson, Wilmot, and Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Breckinridge, Bright, Douglas, Johnson, 
Latham, Mitchel, Nesmith, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Thomson, and Wigfall—13. 

So the motion to take up the resolution was 
agrecd to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now renew my motion to 
postpone it to the first Monday of December next; 
and on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. President, ! 
trust the motion of the Senator from Indiana will 
prevail. It is well known to Senators that, if we 
proceed to the election of a Sergeant-at-Arms and 
Assistant Doorkeeper, it will very soon be fol- 
lowed by the removal of all the subordinate offi- 
cers around the Senate—messengers and others. 
I understand from Senators who have more eX- 
perience here than myself, that it has not been 
customary, in changes of parties, to change the 
officers of the body. If, however, it is the pur- 
pose of the majority tochange the officers, | wee 
not object to it, nor would [ make any unusua 
or irregular opposition at a regular session of the 
Senate, when it was full; but seeing that these 
officers have relied on the custom which has here- 
tofore prevailed, and that many of them are in 
circumstances to leave them quite destitute if they 
are now thrown out of employment, I think 1t but 
just, at least, to give them an opportunity, during 
the recess, to make arrangements for the ohane?, 
if itis to come. I trust, therefore, the mouon o 
the Senator from Indiana will eho ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Breckinridge, Bright, Clingman, a 
las, Johnson, Latham, Mitchel, Nesmith, Nicholson, Polk, 
Powell, Rice, Thomson, and Wigfall—14. dier 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 


Clark, Collamer, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 


j Lane, 

Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Howe, King, om 
Morrill, Simmons, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ** 

w kinson, Wil —28. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the res- 
olution be postponed until Monday next, at two 
o'clock. I make that motion for the purpose of 
making a single observation. It is quite evident 
that itis the purpose of the majority of the Sen- 


ate to change the officers of this body. 1 desire | 


to call attention to the fact that a new era is about 
to be inaugurated in this respect. During the four 
years, sir, that { occupied the chair in which you 
now sit, although, under the law, removals might 
be made by the Sergeant-at-Arms, with the ap- 
proval of the Presiding Officer, I think but one 
removal was made, and that because the individ- 
ual had been guilty of an act of dishonesty. I 
will add that, although I have had a good deal of 


intercourse with some of the subordinate officers | 


of the Senate, (and they are numerous, ) I never 
did know, and do not know to-day, what their 
political opinions are, except two or three. I 
believe that the gentleman who has been for 
twenty-five years the Secretary of this body has 
differed during the greater portion of that time in 
political opinion from the ac: ed on this floor, 
and he has passed through al the fluctuations of 
party untouched. In regard to the clerks at your 
desk, how many Senators here know what their 
polities are? 1 do noi; and I presume very few 
of us do. So with most of the officers of the 
Senate. 

But now, in violation of the usage which has 
uniformly prevailed here, so far as | know—and 
if | am wrong, Senators of more experience will 


correct me—at an executive session, upon the eve | 


of our adjournment, a general sweep is to be made 
(for it will bea general sweep, that is well under- 
stood) of your subordinates, many of whom will 
be left in actual des:itution, I say, sir, itis but 
just, it is but fair, if you intend to change the 
usage of the Senate in this respect, that you should 
at least give them the period between this time 
and the regular assembling of Congress to look 
forward and make provision for some other means 
of subsistence for themselves and their families, 
when the Senate will be full, and when a fair ex- 
pression of its wish can be had. If this resolu- 
tion passes, it will be, of course, in pursuance of 
a system of giving political rewards for partisan 
services, which | know has prevailed but to too 
great an extent among all parties in this country, 
and which now invades the Senate, I believe, for 
the firsttime—a flagitious and mischievoussystem 
that will ultimately break down any Government 
onearth. For one, I will not consent to coéper- 
ate In any manner, under existing circumstances, 
in removing at this time the officers of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. 1 sympathize with a great deal 
that has been said by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. 1 know thatthe course of the Senate 
in regard to its officers, both in the Clerk’s depart- 
ment and in that of the Sergeant-at-Arms, has 
been conservative from the first; but it has not 
been without exception. There has been a Sec- 
retary of the Senate removed once, and there has 
been a Sergeant-at-Arms removed once, in its 
history; and those are the only important officers 
that l know of who have been removed. The 
general course of the Senate has been what the 
Senator from Kentucky has indicated, and it is a 
course which I hope will be continued and ad- 
hered to. 1 think the Senate is safe in one of its 
standing orders that was introduced, I think, on 
the motion of an honorable Senator from Virginia 
not now in his seat, [Mr. Mason,] that neither 
the Secretary nor the Sergeant-at-Arms could 
make any change in his subordinates without 
filing his reasons, in writing, with the Vice 
President, and they being approved by him, if the 
Senate were in session; or, if the Senate are not 
in session, he can remove for cause, and file his 
reasons tn writing with the Vice President at the 
commencement of the next session, I do not 
think the Senator from Kentucky has a right to 
infer that there is to be a general sweep in the 
subordinate officers of the Senate from the fact 
that the majority on this side of the Chamber 
have seen fit, for purposes moving them, to pro- 
pose a change in the office of Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate. I have a single word to say in 
regard to that officer. His treatment of me has 
been all that I had a right to expect of him, 
though I shall say that my expectations, as you 
well know, are of the humblest kind; but still 


they h 
offize ~ always been gracefully met by that 





But, sir, 1 simply rose to say that I do notthink | 
the Senator from Kentucky, or anybody else, has | 
a right—of course, the Senator knows I mean that | 
word in its proper meaning in this connection— 


to infer, from the fact that the Senate indicate a | 


purpose to elect a Sergeant-at-Arms, that they 
propose an indiscriminate removal of al! the sub- 
ordinate officers of the Senate. I am free to say 
that, for one, | should be exceedingly sorry to 
see that done. It would not be strange if, during 
the many years that the Senate has been organ- 
ized, with the course that has been adopted, as 
indicated by the Senator from Kentucky, the list 
of subordinates should require a little examina- 
tion and a little supervision. It may have been, 
in the course of this long time, that abuses have 
creptin. Iam told there are some. I hope, if 
there are any, they will be corrected, and | hope 
that faithful and efficient subordinates, who have 


performed their duty faithfully and courteously | 


and honorably, will be letalone. I am told that 
abuses of this sort have crept into the Senate; 
that we have officers whom we ure paying by the 
month, and paying pretty liberally, who are in 
distant portions of the country, and that their 
duties are performed by subordinates who receive 
but a very small part of what the actual pay is. 
1 do not know that that is the fact; but I have 
been told that it is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
allow me? 
fact. If such was the fact, during the period while 
I was Presiding Officer of this body, and it had 
been communicated to me, I should have insisted 
on the removal of such person. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that such is the 
fact, and | do not state it on my knowledge or 
authority; but I do state it on my belief, because 
it has come to me; and [ may mention a fact to 
show a notion that has prevailed in this city, in 
regard to the manner in which the patronage of 
the House of Representatives and Senate has been 
distributed. A lady came to me to solicit my 
influence with the Doorkeeper of the House of 
Representatives. She claimed to be the daughter 
seliseledimahien both of officers in the Army, 
who had served their country and had claims upon 
it, and she wanted them recognized. Of course, 
I listended to the appeal patiently, and, I trust, 
kindly; her claim was this: she wanted to go out 
into the street and get some boy, no matter who, 
and bring him in and bave him appointed page, 
and she take half his pay, as compensation for her 
ancestor’s revolutionary services, Eanes] I 
told her that, with all the disposition [ had to 
oblige—— 

Mr. POWELL. Will the Senator allow me? 
I will ask him where that lady came from—which 
one of the States of this Union ? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know. I met her here 
in the city. I would be willing to agree that she 
came from New Hampshire or Kentucky either. 
{Laughter.] But Lhave no knowledge upon that 
subject. I simply rose to say, with all candor, 
that no gentleman has a fair and legitimate right 
to claim that the Senate, by this motion to elect 
a Sergeant-at-Arms, indicate an intention to make 
a general and an indiscriminate removal of the 
subordinate officers of the Senate. I know that 
those are not my feelings; and if they are the feel- 
ings of a majority of my political friends, though 
I should be loth to part with them, they will cer- 
tainly not find me aiding or helping in any such 
movement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this resolution until Monday next. 

Mr. BRIGHT. During my service here, which 
is longer, I believe, than that of any other Sena- 
tor upon the floor at present, for the last sixteen 
years, I have never known an officer of this body 
changed for political reasons. There have been, 
I believe, one or two changes for other reasons. 
It has been a part of the settled policy of this 
body, in its organization, in the selection and 
retention of its officers, to lay their political opin- 
ions aside. We are, I know, in the midst of a 
revolution; a great change is going on; and I am 
entirely prepared to see a change take place in 
this body of officers, and shall at a proper time 
assent to it; but [ do not think this is a proper 
time. This isa session for the transaction, legit- 
imately speaking, of executive and not legis!ative 
business. Ido not mean to deny the power at 
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an executive session to make changes. There 
was one instance, I believe, where at an execu- 
tive session a change did take place; but as I 
stated, it was for cause, not from political consid- 
erations, This isa most unexpected notice to 
our faithful officers, for | think | can say that for 
all of them. I may say, from an intimate ac- 

uaintance with many of them for many years, 
that, so far as I know, they are all honest, faith- 
ful men, and I suppose most of them have made 
up their minds that at the opening of a regular 
session they will have to yield their places to 
others of opposite political opinions. | think it 
would be but fair and just and proper that this 
measure should be postponed until the opening 
of the next session, when there can be a fuil Sen- 
ate. We now have on this side of the Chamber 
but about half our regular number. At the next 
session we can have a full and fair expression of 
the wishes of the Senate in reference to a change. 
it cannot be had at this session, I shall in no 
way contribute my vote to make this change, let 
others do as they may. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I simply wish to reit- 
erate, perhaps in rather stronger terms, an idea 
that has been advanced by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. While we consider it desirable to 
change the two officers who are mentioned in the 
resolution, it is not designed or desired to make 
anything like a general change in the minor offi- 
cers, as suggested by the Senator from Indiana. 
Therearesome who might probably be removed— 
a few, nota large number. Lagree with the Sen- 
ator, that most of the officers are entirely accept- 
able, and have been, to Senutors on this side of the 
Chamber, faithful and able, courteous and gentle- 
manly. I should be exceedingly unwilling my- 
self to have them removed, especially at this ime. 
Some of them, I should be very unwilling to have 
removed at all, whatever may be their position, 
Ll assure the Senator that while the regulation 
stands as it does now—that these removais can- 
not be made without the assent of the President of 
the Senate—there is not much danger to be feared of 
any general sweep or any very considerable sweep 
of the officers of the Senate, if I] understand the 
sentiments of my friends on this side, at this time, 
or, atany rate, until the commencementof the next 
session of Congress, and even then I do not think 
the danger is to be feared that is suggested by the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will modify my 
motion, as I believe the yeas and nays have not 
been ordered, and move that this resolution be 
postponed until the second Monday of December 
next; I believe the vote has been taken on post- 
ponement to the first Monday. I shall not trouble 
the Senate any further, except to express my grat- 
ification that, inall that has been said on the other 
side, no defense has been offered for the proceed- 
ing now about to take place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
now is to postpone the further consideration of 
this resolution until the second Monday of De- 
cember next. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam utterly opposed to 
this movement, either now or at the next session. 
So far as the political opinions of these officers are 
concerned, | know nothing aboutthem. From the 
venerable Secretary down to the youngest page, 
I have no recollection of ever having heard a re- 
mark, or witnessed an act on the part of any one 
of them, by which I could infer what his political 
opinions were, The only question, it seems to me, 
for us to determine is, whether they are efficient 
officers. It is a matter of great convenience to the 
Senate as a body, and to individual Senators, that 
these duties should be well discharged; but as no 
man would think of removing his family physician 
who suited him, merely because somebody else 
wanted to practice in his family; as he would look, 
in other words, to his own _personal convenience, 
so, it seems to me, the Senate onght to look to its 
convenience. If we have faithful officers, who are 
discharging their duties well, why should we not 
continue them? 

I know there is a great press for office. I have 
no doubt that men who came here in search of 
foreign missions, failing to get them, would like 
to get the places of Sergeant-at-Arms and of As- 
sistant Doorkeeper, or some subordinate place. L 
suppose it will turn out before the end, that, as 
was said on a former occasion, some of them wiil 
want to get the old clothes of the President. 
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{Laughter.] I take it for granted that a great 
many people who have come here are disap-~ 
pointed, and they are no doubt pressing Senators 
on the other side. They tell us that they think 
the two removals now proposed will be sufficient. 
This is a mistake. hen you make these, there 
will be others just as greedy, who will want the 


third and the fourth and Porro there | 


will be the same pressure; and if you turned out 
every officer under the control of the Senate, you 
would then have hundreds of disappointed men. 
Why attempt to carry out that policy? We all 
know that Mr. Clay used to hold—and many Sen- 


ators on the other side [ know express a great re- | 


gard for his opinions—it was a leading idea of his 
policy, that there should not be ee for 
opinion’s sake, and Ido not know how many hun- 
dred speeches he made to that effect. He seemed 
desirous of preventing the President removing of- 
ficers merely because of their political opinions. 
The Senate have always, as gentlemen around me 
state, acted on that principle. They get a man in 
office; he proves to be efficient, and they keep that 
man there. The Senate has changed its politics 
several times during the last twenty years, I be- 
lieve; but there has never yet been a sweeping out 
of these officers; and it seems to me it is radically 
wrong. If you get a new set of officers, they may 
prove in ‘time to be as good as the old ones, but 


can be no better; and very likely we shall suffer 


inconvenience in the first instance. We have to 
run the risk of getting some bad officers. We pro- 
duce a great deal of dissatisfaction and suffering, 
with no corresponding benefit. 

It may be said that these men, who have been 
getting the benefit of the places, ought now to give 
place to somebody else. 1 think the experience 


of every Senator will warrant me in stating that | 
not one man in ten is benefited in a pecuniary | 
Most men of | 
as much, and save more, out || 

If you keep the present set | 
of office-seekers out, the probability is that they || 


point of view a | getting office. 
capacity will make 
of office than in it. 


will do just as well at home; but if you throw out 
the men who are here, they must, for a time at 
least, suffer great inconvenience. Above all, how- 


ever, we of the Senate will find a new set of men | 


in, whom we do not know as well, who will not 


we shall probably find some of them inefficient 
officers. 
I shall be opposed, therefore, to this proposi- 


tion, either now or at the next session; butitdoes | 


seem to me, as has been well said, that if you in- 
tend to make the change, it is but fair to let those 
officers, who have been laboring for the last three 
or four months, have the benefit of the lighter 
labors of the ensuing season; and then, when a 
full Senate gets together, when the vacant seats 


on this side, some of them at least, are filled, if | 


the majority deliberately determine that they want 
a change, for one, if | should happen to be here, 
I would not resist it, except by merely voting 
against it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do not un- 


derstand any one to charge or intimate that either | 


of the officers proposed to be removed has been 


unfaithful, incompetent, or discourteous, or in the | 
habit of in any manner failing to perform his du- | 
Hence we are to infer that | 


ties satisfactorily. 
they are to beremoved purely on political grounds. 
I join in the expression of. 

proscription is now to enter the Senate for the first 
time. tt has entered the other departments of the 
Government, and become a general 
think, greatly to the public injury an 
ization. 


ractice, I 


I think all men of all parties are becom- 


ing satisfied of that by every day’s experience. | 


I had hoped that the Senate would escape that 


fate which has overtaken the other branches of | 
I had hoped that political pro- | 


the Government. 
scription would not begin here. | see no reason 
to suppose that it is going to cease with these two 
removals, when there is no intimation of a want 
of capacity and fidelity in the performance of their 
duties. If we were told that these officers were 
incompetent, or that they had not performed their 


duties faithfully, or that there was cause for re- | 


moval growing out of the public interests, it would 
present a different state of the case. 
no such intimation will be made. I apprehend 
every Senator would bear testimony to the fidelity 





| is a quorum in the Chamber. 





| Kentucky, to 
discharge our business with the same ease, and 





regret that political | 
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demoral- | 


I apprehend | 


one of the officers of the Senate. I may have 
heard others express their opinions, but I cannot 
call to mind, now, any one of the officers, or iden- 
tify any one, in all the departments of the Senate, 





| whose politics | could specify, except one single 
| officer; and I h- > never heard that one express 
| himself in - 


wer that could be offensive to any 
membei v: che Senate. 

Bat I oupnots itis not necessary to argue the 
question. I do not wish to interpose any factious 
opposition, but simply to express my conviction 
that we are taking a step in the wrong direction, 
when, at this day, we begin the work of pro- 
scription in this body, on political grounds, or to 
reward political favorites. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I believe we 
were called together for the dispatch of executive 


| business. That is my understanding of the object | 
of convening the Senate; that is our business here; | 


and for the purpose of dispatching such business 
as we were called or detained here for the pur- 
pose of doing, | move that we go into executive 
session. I will say in this connection, in making 
this motion, that, before this resolution passes, I 
have something to say upon it. It cannot pass 
for the present; and therefore, for the purpose of 
expediting the business for-which we have been 
retained or called together, 1 move that we go into 
execulive session. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 12, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. TRUMBULL We must have the yeas 
and nays, or a recount, I suppose. I think there 
I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—-yeas 9, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAsS—Messrs. Breckinridge, Clingman. Douglas, John- 
son, Mitchel, Nesmith, Nicholson, Rice, and Wig*fall—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer,Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Hale, Harlan, Harris, Howe, King, Lane, Latham, 
Morrill, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, Wilmot, and Wiison—28. 

So the Senate refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
ostpone the further considera- 
tion of the resolution until the second Monday of 
December next. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Have the yeas and nays 


| been ordered on that motion? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have 
not been ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope they will be. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. NESMITH. Mr. President, I belong to 
that party in politics who, in the history of this 
Government, have recognized to the fullest extent 
that the spoils belong to the victors. The only 
question is as to the time when it is proper to 
scalp the dead and strip the wounded. From 
what I have heard Senators say who have been 
long on this floor, it seems that this is an un- 
usual course; that while the Administration has 
disposed of all the offices that were within its con- 
trol, the Senate has been a sort of conservative 
institution that did not participate in these squab- 
bles about office. For that reason, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I voted against proceeding to the consider- 
ation of this question, and I propose to vote against 
the resolution. 

I know that the Administration is very much 
embarrassed. I know that there is a throng here 
of countless ee who desire place. I meet 
them everywhere. I have had, within the last 
two days, some business to transact at the De- 
partments, and I have found every avenue to the 
office of every Secretary and every head ofa bureau 
of this Government crowded with hungry office- 
seekers—old men and young men; long, gaunt, 
lean young men; old, limping, bald-headed gen- 
tlemen—choking up the avenues to the various 
Secretaries of this Government, when I had busi- 
ness relative to the interests of my constituents, 
and could not get an opportunity to have an inter- 
view with them. 

This state of facts exists, too, sir, ata time when 
the Administration and the Government should 
have something else to think about. Itis said that 
Nero fiddled while Rome was burning, and here 


| are forty thousand office seekers fiddling around 


and general bearing of these officers. I will say that || the Administration for loaves and fishes, while the 
I do not know the politics, | believe, of more than || Government is being destroyed. Ordinarily, it 


| session, ought to be continued during the y 
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may be justifiable in the Administration to make 
removals, to turn out good men, bad men 
indifferent men, and place other men whom ¢} Z 
doubtless conceive to be more competent in the 
places; and to that I have no objection. | o 
very little rn with the defeated, and | wa 
still less with the victors. 1 am willing that a. 
should be a general removal; and, as I Stated . 
the commencement, recognizing the doctrine ther 
the spoils belong to the victors, 1 am willine the 
those men who won the victory should have “a 
spoils; but I protest against that doctrine being 
applied to this body. I think, as the distinguish sd 
Senator from Kentucky has said, that these as 
having held the offices, and having discharged the 
duties, having performed the labors during the 
tion, and allowed whatever perquisites may fairly 
arise from their offices, hen we meet in De- 
cember, it will be ample time to reorganize and 
appoint new officers; and in that event [ shall 
interpose no objection. 

I apprehend that this question has been forced 
upon the Senate by the pertinacity of office-seek. 
ers—men who have been disappointed. They 
are here,as I said before, in throngs—all sorts of 
men—who desire place; and there are a great 
are of them who have been disappointed. It 
would take a miracle, such as that performed b 
our Saviour when he fed five thousand people 
with five loaves and two little fishes, to satisfy all 
these greedy camp-followers. [Laughter.] There 
has been a great deal of talk about coercion, and 
about the use of Federal bayonets. If | were in 
the place of Mr. Lincoln, considering the present 
exigencies of the country, considering that the 
Union is dissolving and disintegrating beneath 
our feet, | would turn the Federal bayonets against 
the office-seekers; I would drive them from the 
ee of this city as Von Tromp swept the 

ritish fleet from the English Channel; and I 
would not leave a man to tell the tale. I would 
settle those questions which are pressing on the 
Administration, and which its advocates on this 
floor declare it has not had time to consider. I 
would determine, first, whether we had a Gov- 
ernment or not. I would settle upon some sort 
of policy, that the American people might know 
what was in the future—what the Administration 
was determined to do; whether we are to have 
peace or war; whether this state of suspense is to 
continue. I say I would put these gentlemen off 
until that was determined; and I think it becomes 
this body,as a conservative body, not being iden- 
tified with those general questions of politics which 
have agitated the country, to take that view of the 
case. 

I apprehend that those gentlemen who are urg- 
ent for places here are gentlemen who are disap- 

ointed. I have met them in throngs. [Laughter.]} 
To show how promiscuous these sorts of crowds 
are, I will mention that the other morning I went 
up to one of the Departments, being anxious to 
transact some business there which relates to a 
matter involving over two million dollars to my 
constituents; and I was found there by some gen- 
tleman from Illinois who sepposed I was an office- 
seeker. He mistook me for some friend of his, 
I apprehend, who wanted a post office in the in- 
terior of Illinois; and, as I was standing in the 
crowd waiting for an audience, he tapped me on 
the shoulder and said: ‘*I have fixed that litle 
matter; you will get that post office.” [Laugh- 
ter.] Well, sir, some men are born to greatness, 
and others have it thrust upon them. I was about 
to have a post office commission in the interior of 
Illinois, which I never desired, thrust upon me. 
[Laughter.] 

I say this system should not extend to the Sen- 
ate, and 1 protest against the consideration of the 
question at this time. When we mect in Decem- 
ber, this matter can come up fairly. I hope then 
to see the vacant seats on this side of the Chamber 
occupied. Then will be a fair test of the questions 
then will be the proper time for a reorganizauion 
of the officers of this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
to postpone the further consideration of this reso!u- 
tion to the second Monday of December nex'- 

The question being taken by me and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Breckinridge, Bright, Clingman, Dong: 
las, Johnson, Latham, Mitchel, Nesmith, Nicholson, Po 
ell, Rice, Thomson, and Wigfall—13. 
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/AYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Clark, Col- | 
x tem Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harris, Howe, Lane, Morrill, Sherman, Simmons, jj 
‘en Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilmot, and 
Wilson—24. 

So the motion was aot agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I mse again to make the mo- 
tion to go into eXecutive session for the purpose | 
of disposing of the executive business. There 
are some of us who cannot remain here long, and 
this body will be reduced below a quorum; and I 
hope the Senate will not persist in passing this 
resolution at present. There are two or three of 
us who wish to say something upon it, and give 
some reasons why it should not be passed at this 
time. I hope the Senate will not persist in press- 
ing it at present; but let us go into executive ses- 
sion, and dispose of the executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 13, noes 22. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will it be in order to move | 
to postpone the further consideration of this reso- 
lution until en next, the motion to postpone | 
to the second Monday of December next having | 
failed? {‘* Certainly.’’] 1 move that it be post- 

oned urtil Monday next, to give the parties a 
Fite time to think about this thing, and the pro- 
priety of pressing it with the oe with which 
it is pressed. There are some considerations that 
will be presented in connection with this matter, 
if itis pressed now. All we ask is a little time, 
and that it be not pressed with too hot, not to say 
indecent haste. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Tennessee moves to postpone the further 
consideration of this resolution until Monday 
next. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, the motion was not agreed to— | 
yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Breckinridge, Bright, Clingman, Doug- 
las, Johnson, Lane, Latham, Mitchel, Nesmith, Powell, 
Rice, Thomson, and Wilmot—l4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Cowan, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Har- 
ris, Howe, King, Morrill, Sherman, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbuil, Wade, Wiikinson, and Wilson—23. 

Mr. POWELL. If it is in order, I will move 
to postpone the resolution under consideration 
for the purpose of taking up the resolution of- | 
fered by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Have,] that the Senate adjourn sine die to-day. 
I make the motion for the purpose of having an 
adjournment sine die to-day. We have been con- 
vened inextraordinary session,as | had supposed, | 
for the purpose of considering such messages and | 
nominations as the President of the United States | 
might see fit tosend tous. It is evident that the 
majority of the body, instead of going on with 
that business, and letting us go home, are determ- 
ined to take up the time of the Senate in the mis- 
erable scramble for place. As has been said by 
Senators who have more experience here than I, 
they have attempted to bring this miserable scram- 
ble for office, for the first time, into this Senate \| 
Chamber. I look upon such things as disrepu- 
table to the Government. I think it is enough 
to destroy any Government on earth. If gentle- 
men in the majority are not disposed to go on 
and to do the business for which we have been 
convened, I think we had better adjourn and go 
to our homes. _I, for one, will not consent to sta 
here, in order that this Senate, thin as it is on this 
side, may be engaged in this extraordinary, and, 
I mustsay, most disreputable and degrading work. 
I will not lend myself, by my presence, to any 
such thing. If they are determined, against the 
usages of this body, to make place for their hun- 
gry, lank, and greedy partisans, let them do it at 
a regular session; let them do it when this side 
of the Chamber is full. They should not attempt 
it now, when many Senators on this side have 
gone home, when we are all anxious to get away, | 
and when we are sitting here solely for the pur- 
pose of keeping a quorum. In order to test the | 
Sense of the Senate on that subject, I move that | 
this resolution be postponed; and when that is || 
done, 1 shall move to take up the resolution of | 
the Senator from New Hampshire to adjourn sine || 





I ask for the yeas and nays 
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| have their friends in office. 


die. I hope that we shall adjourn, or else go into 

executive session and do the business for which 
we were convened. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. Does the Sen- | 
ator fix a day to which the resolution shall be | 
postponed ? | 
| 


Mr. POWELL. Monday. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question || 
has just been taken on a motion to postpone it || 


until Mortday next. | 
Mr. POWELL. ThenI will say Tuesday. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question || 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky |! 


to postpone the further consideration of the reso- | 
lution until Tuesday next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I think it | 
comes with a very bad grace from the Senator 
from Kentucky to complain that we cannot do | 
the business for which the Senate is convened, 
when he and his friends are persistently making 
dilatory motions and calling the yeas and nays, 
to use up the time of the Senate. This resolu- 
tion would have passed or been defeated an hour 
ago, but for the zeal with which that Senator and 
his friends have hung on to these ‘* greedy” office- 
holders. There seems to be a little greed and a 
little anxiety to hold on on the part of the Sena- | 
tor from Kentucky. He has had his officers fat- 
tening, and thinks they are not yet in good condi- 
tion; ** wait a little; let us wait till December, and 
catch the crumbs that are to fall from the public 
crib.”? Whatis his position? He is contending 
to hold on to his officers; and he says it is an un- 
usual thing, very unusual, for the Democrats to 
Did anybody ever 
hear of their appointing a Republican to office? 
Was such a thing ever known or heard of? But 
a wonderful change has come over them, and now 
it is a horrid thing to turn out a Democrat. 

I am not disposed to go into complaint about 
the officers of the Senate; but it seems that gen- 


| tlemen on the other side are ready to disorganize 


the Government, ready to break up a quorum, 


| ready to stop the wheels of Government here, in 


order to keep one of their men in office. Is it so 
vastly important to the Senator from Kentucky, 


that he must take up the time with dilatory mo- | 


tions, and calling the yeas and nays, when the 
sense of the Senate has been repeatedly tested ? 
But he says our seats are vacant. ho made 
them vacant? Why 
it,any fault of ours? Or isit not the miserable pol- 
icy that has been pursued by the Senator from 
Kentucky and his friends, that has driven a part 
of the members of the Senate out of this body? 
It was nota Republican Administration that did 


it. Your seats were vacant under Democratic | 


rule. Republicans have had nothing to do with 
it. [tis not our fault that the seats are vacant; 
and it is no reason, when, by acts of Democrats, 
seats have become vacant, that they should turn 
around to Republicans, and tell them, ‘Oh! you 
must not have any objection; you must not do 
anything; these seats are vacant.’’ Let men 
charged with the execution of public duties per- 
form them, and then the seats would not be 
vacant. 

Now, I do not think it a matter of such vast im- 
portance myself, whether an officer is elected or 
not, and it 1s no sweeping out, as has been stated, 
of all the officers of the Senate. 1 understand that 
changes are only made among the subordinates 


by the consent of the Presiding Officer. I do not | 


suppose that anybody contemplated any such 


thing as has been stated, that the subordinate offi- | 


cers were to be changed. J am not aware that 
such was the case. have no idea that such re- 
sults are to follow. But it was thought advisable, 
it seems, to proceed to the election of a single 
officer, the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, 
who, | believe, is one officer. I understood it was 
the intention of the mover of the resolution to have 
modified it, so as to strike out the Assistant Door- 
keeper, and he has been struggling to obtain the 
floor several times for that purpose, so as to have 


| the election of but a single officer; and the Sena- 
tors on the other side, after reading us a lecture | 


about proscription in office and bringing it into 


the Senate, then turn around and are ready to | 


break up the Senate, rather than that a single man 
should be elected to office by the Republicans, 
who have taken possession of the Government. 
‘That is all there is in it, sir; and I do not wish to 
prolong the debate about it. 


are your seats vacant? Is | 
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Tam also informed that this is no unusual thing; 
that the present Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate 
was chosen at an executive session, just as it is 
now proposed to do; that the then Sergeant-at- 
Arms was turned out and the present one eleeted. 
I was not here at the time, but I am informed that 
that took place at an executive session. If so, 
it is not unusual, it seems, to do such things at 
executive sessions. I think it has been very un- 
usual, on the part of Democrats, to complain that 
the party in power had, as a general thing, its 
friends, or persons oa with it, in the 
more important places. This is the principal office 
in the Senate. hile the majority have thought 
it advisable to introduce a resolution to have an 
election for that officer, no one has given an inti- 
mation that there was any such proscription in- 
tended as Senators have thought proper to inti- 
mate, 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, I have listened 
to the extraordinary speech of the Senator from 
Illinois with some surprise. 1 cannot understand 
why it is he should say that it was the policy pur- 
sued bythe Senator from Kentucky which caused 
these seats to be vacant. If he alludes to those 
who have permanently withdrawn from this body, 
I say it is the nleusalin policy of himself and his 
Republican friends that has driven those States 
out of this Union, and their Senators from this 
floor. It certainly was no a ever pursued 
by me, or by any Senate: from oe 

* But the Senator says I am anxious to hold on 
to these offices. Allow me tosay to that Senator 
that no friend of mine has asked office at the hands 
of this Administration, and | pray God that the 
never will. Let me say to him, further, that 
have not resisted the removal of any man from 
office by this Administration, and | never intend 
todo it. The Senator’s party have come into 
power; they will have the offices; and | am satis- 
fied they will bestow offices upon none other than 
Republicans, unless it be some one from a slave 
State whom they expect to make an instrument 
to build up a Republican party in one of those 
States. The good, true, and loyal men of the 
South scorn the offices at their hands. They do 
not ask them; they do not wantthem,. But, sir, 
as the most able and experienced Senators on this 
floor have said, in the organization of the Senate, 
party politics have not been brought to bear in 
the selection of its officers. Wherever the Presi- 
dent can work his ax, let him work it; let him 
take off heads; let him put in his men; and [, for 
one, never have complained, and never will com- 
plain. 

Allow me to make a further remark,as I have 
been twitted about holding on to these Democratic 
friends, as the Senator supposes they are. I do 
not know the politics of but one person who holds 
an office in this Chamber. I think this custom 
of changing officers for political reasons is one 
that is pernicious; it is contrary to precedent; it 
is unusual; it tends, in my judgment, to degrade 
and to demoralize the Senate; and for that reason 

friend of mine 
or any Democrat to place himself in the attitude 
of an officer-seeker of this Republican Adminis- 
tration; and so far as friends of mine are con- 
‘cerned, I can say what, | suppose, some gentle- 
men over the way cannot say: there is no man 
that has a drop of my blood in his veins that holds 
office at the hands of this Government. If Sen- 
ators go on with this miserable system of nepo- 
tism which we have witnessed here, we shall have 
an array of official kindred, the like of which was 
never seen before. I should not have spoken of 
these things but for the Senator from Illinois 
twitting me.about my friends, or Democrats hold- 
ing on to office. The offices here are not at the 
disposal of the President; and they are not such 
as Administrations heretofore have attempted to 
dispose of. 

Now, the Senator has kindly told us that the 
present Sergeant-at-Arms was elected at an ex- 
traordinary session of the Senate. I am told by 
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Brieut} that that 
was not done for political considerations, but it 
was a removal for cause; and I understand that 
no removals, save for cause, have ever taken piace 
in this body since its organization. 

The Senator says they only wish to move one 
ortwo. Why, sir, we know very well that the 
very parties against whom that resolution is di- 
rected control all the appointments, and they could 
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in the vacation remove every subordidate officer 
here. As I am advised by gentlemen of experi- 
ence in the Senate, they have to do it with the 
advice of the Vice President only during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, In that I may be mistaken; 
but | am informed that such is the fact. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the Senator will allow me, 
perhaps it would add to his argument to read the | 
resolution of the Senate on this subject. 

Mr. POWELL. Read it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. On the 10th of July, 1854, a | 
committee raised in this body for the purpose of | 
organizing a proper corps of officers, made a | 
lengthy report, accompanied by several resolu- | 
tions. I will read the resolution referred to by 
the Senator from Kentucky: 

** Resolved, That the several officers and others in the | 
departments of the Secretary of the Senate aud of the Ser- | 

eant-at-Arms, shall be appointed and remov 'd from office | 
by those officers respectively, as heretofore ; but when made | 
during the session of the Senate, any such removal to be 
first approved by the President of the Senate, on reasons to | 
be assigned therefor in writing by the officer making the 
removal; and when in the recess, such reasons, in writ- | 
ing, to be iaid before the President of the Senate on the | 
first day of the suceceding session, and to be approved or 
disapproved by him.” 

Mr. POWELL. It is quite apparent, then, 
that | have stated the rule correctly. If this res- | 
olution were adopted and these removals were to 
take place, during the vacation every subordinate | 
officer could be removed. I will say to the Sen- | 
ator from Iilinois, that it was not, and is not, my 
os to prevent, in any manner or form, this 
Republican Administration from possessing itself 
of all the offices. That is their business; not spe- 
cially mine; but I have a right, as a Senator, to 
speak of the removals in this Chamber, for these | 


| Haxe,] for the election of a Sergeant-at-Arms 
and Doorkeeper, and an Assistant Doorkeeper. 
Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Howe] is in the midst of an unfinished 
speech, which the Senate want to hear, | move 
that that resolution, for the present, lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be 


|| no objection, that course will be taken. It will 
‘| lie on the table. The next resolution in order is 
| 
| 


the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Dovetas,] on the 13th instant, rel- 
ative to the forts, &c.,in the seceding States. 


DISPATCHES OF MAJOR ANDERSON. 


Mr. POWELL. I ask leave to offer a resolu- 
tion before the Senator from Wisconsin proceeds: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his opin- 
ion not incompatible with the public interest, to communi- 
| cate to the Senate the dispatches of Major Robert Ander- 
son to the War Department during the time he has been in 
command at Fort Sumter. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. POWELL, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
| files of the Senate the papers in the case of Jean A. B. 
Dauterive and his legal representatives. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


| Mr. DIXON, from the Committee to Audit and 
| Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
| to whom was referred a motion directing the Sec- 
retary of the Senate to procure from the publish- 


| ers, for the Library of the Senate, twenty copies 
| of the Annals and Register of Debates of Con- 





removals are within our control, not that of the || gress, and pay for the same out of the contingent 


President. As I have before stated, I believe 


that we should resist this thing; we should keep || 


up the ancient usages of the Senate on this sub- 


ject, and allow these faithful officers to remain, | 


and only remove them for cause, as heretofore. | 

I will say to the Senator from Illinois, that | 
my ‘zeal,’ 
subject, did not arise from any desire to pre- 
ventthe Republicans, Mr. Lincoln and his hosts, 
from having the offices; but from the simple fact 
that | wished to keep my friends on that side of 
the Chamber from this act of bringing miserable 
party questions in regard to the selection of its 
officers, for the first time, into the Senate Cham- | 
ber. I did not wish those gentlemen, for many 
of whom I have the greatest respect, to be guilty 
of this burning disgrace, and, in my judgment, 
lasting shame, upon the Senate and the country. 
For that reason, and for that reasen alone, | per- 
haps have exhibited some “ zeal’’ upon the sub- 

ect. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Quite a number of nomina- 
tions have been sent in by the President, and are 
now lying on the Secretary’stable. I will renew 
the motion to go into executive session, for the 
purpose of disposing of that business. 

r. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 26, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Breckin- 
ridge, Bright, Clingman, Dixon, Douglas, Foot, Foster, 
Hale, Harris, Howe, Johnson, Lane, Latham, Mitchel, 
Nesmith, Nicholson, Powell, Rice, Sherman, Sumner, 
Thomson, Wilmot, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Cowan, Doolittle, Fessenden, Grimes, 
Harlan, King, Morrill, Simmons, ‘Trumbull, and Wade—10. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 








IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, March 25, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurney. 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 


veral messages were received from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by Mr. J.G. Niconay, 
his Secretary. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The first busi- | 
ness in order isthe unfinished business of the last 


duced by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 


as he has chosen to call it, on this || 


—s on Saturday, being the. resolution intro- | 


fund of the Senate, at a price not exceeding that 
heretofore paid for the same, reported in favor of 
the motion. 


FORTS IN THE SECEDING STATES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
| following resolution, submitted by Mr. Doveras, 
on the 13th instant: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in- 
form the Senate what forts, arsenals, navy-yards, and other 
public works, within the limits of the States of South Car- 
olina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and Texas, are now within the actual possession and oc- 
cupation of the United States,and by what numberof men 
each is garrisoned and held, and whether reinforcements 
are necessary to retain the same ; and if so, whether the 
Government has the power and means, under existing laws, 
to supply such reinforcements within such time as the 
exigevcies and necessities of the case may demand ; and 
wheiher the defense and protection of the United States 
and their interests make it necessary and wise to retain mil- 
itary possession of such forts, places, and other property, 
except at Key West and ‘Tortugas, and to recapture and 
reoccupy such others as the United States have been de- 
prived of by seizure or surrender for any other purpose, and 
with a view to any other end than the subjugation and oe- 
cupation of those States which have assumed the right to 
secede from the Union, and within whose limits such forts 
and other public property are situated; andif such be the 
motives for recapturing and holding the forts and other pub- 
lie property, what military force, including regulars and 
volunteers, would be necessary to enable the United States 
to reduce the States aforesaid, and such others as are sup- 
posed to sympathize with them, to subjection and obedience 
to the laws of the Union, and to protect the Federal capital. 

The pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Crark to strike out all after the words 
** United States,”’ where they first occur. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I had said the 
other dor that I was opposed to the adoption of 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Illi- 
nois, [Mr, Dovexas,] because the Senator kim- 
self did not seem to need the information it called 
for; because I was not certain that the Secretary 
of War was prepared at that time to give that 
information 5. cause | was not sure that it was 
wise to publish such information to the enemies 
of our country; and because, if the condition of 
the country was such as the resolution, and such 
as the speeches by which the resolution has been 
supported, seemed to intimate, it did not appear 
to me prudent at this time to inform the friends 
of the country to whose treachery that condition 
of the country ought to be attributed. I said I 
was also opposed to the speeches by which the 
resolution had been supported, because they 
seemed to traduce, to malign, systematically to 
belittle the Government of the country, and the 
people of the country, because, as it seemed to 
me, they tended to inflame the preincens and the 
passions of the malcontents by attributing to 
their opponents designs and purposes utterly and 
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altogether foreign to their wishes and to thei 
ideas; and because they were calculated : 
heighten, rather than to diminish, the alarm o 
the confusion among the loyal citizens a 
Republic, by magnifying the difficulties which 
the Republic is to encounter. 

I objected also to each of the plans Proposed 
by the Senator from Illinois for the pacificatio 
of the country. I objected to the first ethane 
proposed, because, as it seemed to me, and still 
seems to me, itis impracticable. It seems to mp 
it 1s unwise, at a time like this, to demand of any 
great portion of the people of the country conces. 
sions to the other portion, When war is threat. 
ened, when force is paraded, that does not seem 
to be the happiest time to negotiate; and for this 
plain reason: because if that portion of the coun. 
try which is assailed is very much frightened, j; 
may make concessions which the welfare of the 
country does not demand; and because, if it js not 
much frightened, it may not make such conces- 
sions as will pacify the country. 

Besides, sir, I do not understand how this mode 
of pacifying the country is to be carried out, |; 
does not seem to me to be a practicable measure 
to assume to restore peace to the couniry, b 
giving a new constitution to the country, ‘How 
are you going todoit? 1} believe there are thirty. 
four States which now compose the United States, 
I believe it will take twenty-six to amend the Con- 
stitution. There are already seven States, as | 
understand, which have assumed a position that 
will prohibit them from cooperating at all in the 
work of revising, or amending, or changing, the 
Constitution of the United States. If you attempt 
to do it, you cannot get either the assent or dis- 
sent of any one of these seven States. It is said 
there is imminent danger of another State putting 
itself in line with the seven. That will make 
eight who will net codperate at all in this work 
of remodeling the Constitution of the United 
States. You must, then, have the approbation 
of every State left, in order to amend it. Cad it 
be had? Ought the peace and prosperity of the 
country to be put upon the hazard of obtaining 
such unanimity as that? Suppose Massachusetts 
stands out, and will not adopt any amendment 
that you propose, or that has been proposed; sup- 
pose Ohio, suppose New York, the politics of 
which States are or have been a little capricious, 
should do so; suppose the State of Vermont will 
not assent to it, and you know how steadfast she 
has been; | believe she has not changed her prin- 
ciples since the Revolution; in point of fact, I be- 
lieve she has scarcely changed - representation 
since the Revolution; suppose she cannot be in- 
duced to assent to any one of these amendments, 
or to all of them: will statesmen, will the repre- 
sentatives of the United States, put themselves in 
this attitude before the country—that a certain 
measure shall be named, and that every one of the 
States acting in the Union shall approve of it, or 
an actual disruption of the Union, and war be- 
tween the different sections of the Union, shall be 
the consequence? I do not think that alternative 
ought to be presented; and if presented, I do not 
think it is calculated to lessen the alarms, to lessen 
the apprehensions, with which this crisis 18 now 
looked upon, either north or south. 

I said, sir, that I was opposed to the second 
plan offered for our adoption. I was opposed to 
recognizing the independence of those States which 
have refused, or which may refuse to remain In 
the Union. Such a measure seems to me, &s l 
said then, and repeat now briefly, to be incom- 
patible with the honor, the interest, or the credit 
of the States which may remain in the Union. By 
that one step, they sacrifice whatever of credit 
they have heretofore achieved; by that one step, 
they verify the predictions of the encmies of re- 
publican government and of republican baste 
tions throughout the world, Such will be tts G- 
rect tendency and effect upon the welfare of those 
States which remain within the Union. pha 
will be the result upon those States which a 
see fit to go out of the Union, it is very — 
to foresee or to foreteli; but the question which 
want settled more than all others, and above - 
others, is this: whether that measure, if adopted, 
will actually give peace to the whole country. 
Suppose you recognize the independence of those 
seven States which say they will no longer Te 
main within the Union: will that secure — 
the country? Is any representative here prepare 


18 
to sl 
ence 
wan 
and 
ther 
We 
cau: 
nos 
eer 
Sur 
enc 
thei 
not 
des 
cer’ 
int 
Sta 
ind 
cor 
the 
rie! 
sir 
ov 
as 


e' 


— 
a ee Ee — _ =< i> - - + . 2 ee we | 





5 


heir 
to 
and 


ich 


sed 
On 
me 
still 
me, 
Any 
eg- 
Pal. 
em 
this 
un- 
lit 
the 

not 

e§- 


ode 
lt 


ure 
by 


ty- 
es, 
on- 


hat 
the 
the 
npt 
dis- 
aid 
in 

ake 
ork 
ted 
ion 
h it 
the 
ing 
ells 
ent 
up- 
of 
US, 
vill 


she 


be- 
ion 
in- 
ts, 
re- 
in 
ain 
the 
or 
be- 
| be 
‘ive 
not 
sen 
ow 


ond 
d to 
rich 
) in 
is | 
om- 
edit 


edit 
eps 

re- 
itu- 
 di- 
108e 
‘hat 
hall 
cult 
sh I 
2 ail 
ted, 
try: 
10se 


e to 


red 





1861. 


to show it? Does any one believe it? Is independ- 
ence, then, what they want, and is it all they 
want? 


then granting it will give satisfaction to nobody. 
We have understood that it had entirely different 
causes; that it aimed at entirely different pur- 
soses; that independence was not aimed at as an 
end, but aimed at only as the means to an end. 
Suppose you grant to these seven States independ- 
ence, absolute dominion, unrestricted throughout 
their limits: will that content them? Will they 
not want toextend that dominion? It is said they 
desire now, and have desired, the right to take a 
certain class of property without their limits, and 
into the Territories now belonging to the United 
States. Will they want it any the less after this 
independence is acknowiedged? Suppose you 
concede them the right to take that property into 
the Territories, or into a portion of the Territo- 


ries: will that satisfy them? Will it not be as de- | 


sirable to them to have dominion over Tennessee, 
over Virginia, as over Kansas, as over Colorado, 
as over New Mexico? Will not dominion be the 
first purpose? Will it not be the great aim on the 
part of that nationality, if you admit its legal 
existence, its legal constitutional independence? 
And if such demands are made, how are they to 
be met? Not peacefully at the polls, not by argu- 


ment or remonstrance in the STeraennet they are | 


to be resisted, it seems to me, by force, if at all; 


because, if demanded, they must be demanded in | 


that way. I see, therefore, no prospect, no prom- 
ise, that this independence, if it were conceded 
to-morrow, would give anything like permanent 
peace to the country. 

The third propsition submitted is that of war, 
as stated by the Senator; ‘* war with a view to 
the subjugation and military occupation of those 
States which have seceded or may secede from 
the Union.”” That proposition suggests to me a 
fatal mistake in reference to this whole contro- 
versy. It does not seem to me to be a contro- 
versy between different States of this Republic. 
It is not a controversy between South Carolina 
and Massachusetts. It is not a controversy be- 
tween the States of the South and the States of the 
North. This is a controversy, this is an issue, 
which we are to meet to-day, and have been meet- 
ing every day; an issue between the law-abiding 
citizens of the United States and the law-defying 
citizens of the United States; between the loyalists 
and disloyalists. So it seems to me, and there is 
no purpose anywhere of subjugating a State; on 
the contrary, it seems to me that the first effort of 
every one of us is demanded to prevent the sub- 
jugation of the States south of us. I think we 
have seen, within the past few months, States, 
American States, to whom our Constitution guar- 
anties a republican form of government, actually 
subjugated. You know that in many of those 
States which have now bid defiance to the au- 
thority of the United States there has been what 
wecalla disunion party existing many years, and 
you know there has been a Union party there, and 
you all know there are both those parties there 
to-day. They have met often at the polls here- 
tofore. They have recently met at the polls. 
Always, before the last encounter, the Union 
party—the loyal party in those States—has been 
triumphant. | speak not now of the State of 
South Carolina. At the last encounter, it is said 
the Union party was defeated; and yet I am told 
that in some of those States the popular vote ac- 
tually footed up a large majority in favor of the 
Union and against secession, and although it is 
said representatives were elected in favor of se- 
cession. Against the sentiment of the people of 
those States therefore, in spite of the opinion of 
the people of those States therefore, a new flag 
has been raised there, and they have attempted to 
Set up a new government alien to the obligations, 
to the wishes of the people of those Siates. How 
was this brought about? I want the Senate to 
notice, and | want the country to notice, that it 
was brought about, in a great measure, by the 
aid of the Government of the United States. Our 
ministers, our agents, our officers, were putting, 
itis said, and authoritatively said, into the hands 
of those who were plotting against the authority 
of the Government, treasure and arms and means 
by which this triumph of the disunionists has 

n achieved over the Union menof those States. 

atis said; thatl believe. You have seen, not 








If it be not the object of all this difficulty || States which were plotting the overthrow of the 
and dissension, the reason of it, the purpose of it, || Government of the United States. I ask not, 
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| ment attempts it, every man ought to uphold the 


| population. 











tol here to join hands with that party in those || 


therefore, that those States shall be subjugated; I i] 


ask that those States shall be saved from subju- 
Lf I have anything like an accurate so 
of the present condition of those States, I believe 
there is, upon the popular sentiment there to-day, 
resting a déapchiann and a tyranny une 
anything we have ever seen on this side the At- 
lantic; but if there is no loyalty here to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, if there is no ven- 


eration left for the Union of these States, there || 
ought to be regard enough left for the rights of || 


that people which you have seen go down with | 
the flag of the Union in their hands, to bring the 
Government of the United States to their rescue 
and their protection; and whenever the Govern- 


hands of the Government in that effort. 

Iam not in favor, therefore, of war, for the pur- 

ose of subjugating those States, or any State; | 

Eat I am in favor of preventing the subjugation | 
of those States, preventing the subjugation of any 
State. We hear it said,every day, almost, ‘‘ We | 
do not want to negotiate with traitors; we know | 
those men who have raised the standard of the 
southern confederacy are false to the Government | 
ofthe United States,and are revolutionary ;’’as was 
admitted here the other day; “‘ are traitors against | 
their own country; we do not want to treat with | 
them; we want to treat rather with the Union, the 
loyal men of the border States.” That isa good 
thing to do; that is a class of men to hold in con- | 
stant regard, in everlasting remembrance. 
to have the kindliest relations encouraged with 
such men. Let it be done; but let us not mistake 
what those people of the border States demand. 

It is said, sir, that an idea prevails in the State 
of North Carolina, in Kentucky, in Virginia, | 
that the interests of those States roquire that they 
should have the right to find a market for their 
labor, their involuntary labor, without the limits 
of those States, and throughout the Territories 
which belong to the United States. Iam very 
sure it is a mistaken one. Nothing is clearer, in 
my judgment, than that it would be for the inter- 
ests of each and every one of those States, as for 
the State in which I reside myself, that not only 
should its labor not go without its limits, but that 
its people of every class and condition should be 
kept within the State. If there were authority in 
the Government of the United States, if there 
were authority in the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky, to prohibit absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly the emigration of a single free white citizen 
of that State, undoubtedly it would be for the 
benefit of the State. They are not crowded with 
We have no State that is. Least of 
all do they want to get rid of any citizen or an 
person who furnishes labor within the State. 
great necessity of the States of the Union every- | 
where is for more labor. It is peculiarly the in- | 
terest of those States which employ involuntary 
labor. There is not a class of employers in the 
wide world, that I know anything about, who are 
paying so high for labor to-day as the people of 
those States which employ involuntary labor. 
Every acre, therefore, every new additional acre 
of our territory which you make dependent upon 
that kind of labor for cultivation, increases the 
demand and enhances the price of that kind of 
labor. This isso. I say, sihevivee, it would be | 
for the interest of the State of Kentucky that not | 
only should her labor be kept within that State, | 
but that her own citizens, her free as well as her 
slave population, should be kept within the State. 
That is what her interests demand. I do not say 
that it would be the part of justice to so provide 
by any sort of legislation; but I say, if it were 
done, it would furnish no ground of complaint on 
the part of the State of Kentucky; but, on the 
contrary, ground of congratulation only. But 
nobody proposes to prohibit the emigration of | 
her citizens. You may say that it is the right of 
the citizen of Kentucky, if he chooses to emi- 
grate, to go, and it is his right to take with him 





| 








erty he may have. Admit it for the sake of the 
argument, for the present. What, then, is the 
cause of complaint on the part of the State of 
Kentucky; I speak of her by way of example. 
Is it that some forty or fifty, or more of her citi- 


is property, and every class and kind of prop- } 
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one, but several of your ministers leave the Capi- | zens, may want within the next ten years to leave 


that State and go into the Territories, and that 
the Government of the United States will not 


| permit them to take into those Territories a class 


| argument. 


I like || 











of property which is not known in one half of 
the Union: Is that the cause of complaint? 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. Will the honorable Sen- 


, ator allow me, if it will not throw him off the line 
|| of his argument, to ask him a single question? 

unequaled by || 
| 


Mr. HOWE. Certainly. 


1 have no line of 
I cannot be thrown out of gear. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If it be true that it be so 
desirable to keep the people in his own State and 
elsewhere, why this extreme desire manifested 
by his party to monopolize the Territories for the 
use of the free States? 

Mr. HOWE, A very good question. Allow 
me to answer it in the way I was brought up to 
answer questions in New England—by asking 
another. What is the evidence that we have 
shown any extreme anxiety? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the honorable Senator 
will allow me, in the first place, the Chicago plat- 
form and the declarations of the leading men of 


| the party, I think without exception, are, that 


they intend that the Tesritories shall be kept for 
freedom, as they call it—that slavery shall be pro- 
hibited from them, 

Mr. HOWE. That does not realize my idea 
of extreme anxiety. It would be rather an evi- 
dence of what we think is proper than what we 
are determined shall be at all events. And let 
me, by way of further answer to the Senator, re- 
mind him that we have seen once and twice and 
thrice every restriction in the way of this class of 
labor or of people going into the Territories com- 
pletely thrown down: and we have seen, | think, 
what is worse than that: I think we have seen 
actually the power and patronage of this Govern- 
ment of ours—of this Government which belongs 
to the people of the United States—employed to 
impose this very class of labor upon the Terri- 
tories which belonged to the people of the United 


| States; and we have not shown any very extreme 


anxiety. We have submitted; we have obeyed 
the Government which did that great—would it 
be parliamentary to call it villainy? We have not 
raised the standard of rebellion; no treason has 
stalked abroad in that portion of the country which 
objected to this policy. What, then, is the evi- 
dence of our extreme anxiety? We do believe 
that it is improper, inexpedient, and impolitic. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ill the Senator allow 
me to read a passage of the Chicago platform ? 

Mr. HOWE. Consete sir. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
dence: 

“That the normai condition of all the territory of the 
United States is that of freedom; that as our republican 
fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our national 
territory, ordained that ‘no person should be deprived of 
lite, liberty, or property, without due process of law,’ it be- 
comes our duty, by legislation, whenever such legislation 
is necessary, to maintain this provision of the Constitution 
against all attempts to violate it; and we deny the author- 
ity of Congress, of a Territorial Legislature, or of any indi- 
viduals, to give legai existence to slavery in any Territory 
of the United States.’ 

In addition to that, I know that the leading men 
of the party have steadily voted against the ex- 
tension of slavery into the Territories, and some 
of them even have declared that they would allow 
the Union to be dissolved before they would allow 
slavery to go into the Territories which are now 
free. | might quote many speeches to that effect. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, 1 beg leave to 
ask here, as a matter of right, that the Republi- 
can party, to which I confess to belong, and to 
whose Beaneieees I am sincerely attached, shal] be 
judged by what its representatives say, and not 
by what individuals may declare here, there, or 
elsewhere. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him whether the President 
and the Secretary of State are not fair represent- 
atives of his party, and whether they have not 
both in the strongest terms declared against per- 
mitting slavery to go into the Territories ? 

Mr. HOWE. ndoubtedly; and I beg the 


I cite that as some evi- 


Senator not to misapprehend me any longer. I 
am not advocating or assenting to the policy, the 
justice, or the expediency of allowing slavery to 
| go into the Territories of the United States. I do 
not remember a time when I have ever been will- 
ing to assent to it myself. I do not anticipate a 
time when I shall be willing to assent to it; nor 
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do | anticipate any contingency which wi!l make 


go into the Territories of the United States, I say, 
and we say, Is a question which should be sub- 


mitted to the people of the United States. As 


when the people of the United States have decided | 


against us over and over again heretofore, we have 
submitted, so if the people shail decide against 
them hereafter, we ask and demand that they shall 
submit also. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to see if I under- 
stand the honorable Senator. By ‘‘the people of 
the United States,’’ what people does he mean? 
Does he mean the people of the Territories who 
have an interest in it? Is he willing to adopt the 
popular sovereignty view of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, or does he mean that the people in North 
Carolina or Massachusetts, for example, should 
determine what New Mexico is to do with this 
question ? 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I did not sup- 
pose there could be oak mistake about the iden- 
tity of the people of the United States. There 
never has been until within a few months. [Laugh- 
ter.] But let me answer him more directly. Iam 
not willing that the people of North Carolina shall 
say whether slavery shall or shall not existin the 
Territory of Nevada He asks me, am I willing 
that the people of the Territory of Nevada shall 
determine that question for themselves? No, sir; 


for this plain reason, the people of the Territory | 


of Nevada do not own the Territory of Nevada. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Well—— 
Mr. HOWE. Let me finish the answer. The 
people of the United States own it; and I have as 


|| 


| | 


| stood me to say that the people of North Caro- | 


! 
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‘ | privileges under the Constitution, you have no 
me assent to it; but whether it shall or shall not | 


right to impose burdens on them. 
Mr. HOWE. Did the Senator say he under- 


lina had that right? 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. No;I understood the Sen- 
ator to put it hypothetically. Suppose the people 


|| have a right to go there with their slaves: 1s that 


any reason why they should not pay taxes? That 
is what I understood the Senator to say. Of 
course, if they have no right, the depriving of 


| them of it would be no wrong; but I understood 
| the Senator to say, supposing they had the right 


to go there, nevertheless, if they were deprived of 
it, was that a reason why they should not pay 
taxes? And my object was to bring the Senator 


to the consideration of this point: that you have | 


no right to expect the people of any State to pay 
taxes to support the Government, unless the Gov- 
ernment gives them full protection. I mean by 
that, such protection as, under the Constitution, 
it can give to them and their property. 

Mr. HOWE. 
not understand precisely the hypothesis which I 
presented. It was, supposing it to be expedient 
that he take his slaves into the Territories, and 
that cppemeney. 
of the United § 


lion be raised on the occasion, and be respected 


much confidence in their intelligence, and in their | 


jusiice, and in their capacity to determine that 
question, as | have in the people of any one of the 


when it is raised? That is it. But now I will,put 
the hypothesis of the Senator himself. swanene it 
be a right on the part of the citizen of North Car- 
lina that he take his slaves there, and that right 


| be temporarily denied: is it true that every indi- 


' 
| 
| 
| 
j 


vidual right, suspended, temporized with, delayed, 
not instantly recognized, that that shall be a cause 
of civil war, that that shall be an occasion for over- 
throwing a Government which has stood so long 


Territories; and I think it is the better tribunal of || as this, and has achieved the dignity that this has? 


the two, because they have the first, the heaviest, 
and the more direct interest in the right decision 
of the question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The Senator says the peo- 
ple of North Carolina have no right to determine 
it. What better right, then, have the people of 
his State or of any other State? 

Mr. HOWE. Not any better, but precisely 
the same. The people of North Carolina and 
the people of the thirty-three other States consti- 
tute exactly the tribunal that I want to submit 
this question to—the tribunal to whose decision 
1 want the people of all these States to submit. 
I beg the Senator not to understand that [ want 
to monopolize the decision of this question for 
the peo le of Wisconsin, which I in part represent 


here; that 1 want to usurp jurisdiction over it on | 
behalf of the people of any one section of the coun- | 


try. 1 want it to be submitted to the intelligence, 
the wisdom, the patriotism, and the justice of the 
people of all the States; and then | want the pa- 
triotism and the loyalty of the people of all the 
States to recognize the decision when it is made. 
Is that unreasonable? Is that unjust? 

Sir, I did not mean to be drawn into a discus- 
sion of the question whether it is wise or unwise 
that slavery should be permitted to go into the 
Territories. That question is not pending before 
the people of the United States; it is not pending 
before this body. The question, if any question 
be here, is, whether you will submit to the au- 
thority of the people of the United States on that 
and other matters? Admit, if you please, that 
it be wise that slavery should go there; that it 
be just that a citizen of North Carolina should 
have the right to take that class of property there 
when he sees fit to go himself: the question I 
on eee to the Senators on the other side is this: 

ecause they are, or are not, permitted to do that 
thing, is that a reason why they should not con- 
tribute to the revenues of the United States, which 
revenues are to be expended for their protection? 
Because a citizen of North Carolina is not allowed 
to take slaves into Kansas, is that a reason why 
your forts must be surrendered; why your troops 
must be driven back; why your Treasury shall 
be plundered; why your flag shall be trailed in 
the dust? That is the question I put to the Sen- 
ate. Let that be answered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
to ask, supposing the people of North Caroiina 
havea right togo there with theirslaves, if they are 
deprived of it, why should they not still continue 
to pay taxes? I take it for granted that if you 


| 


| 


‘|| You have read a Declaration of Independence 


which was put forth less than a hundred years ago, 


|| by men who knew what revolution meant. You 
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| 
| 


1 understand the Senator 


| 


deprive any portion of the community of their | 


} 
| 


know what causes they assigned to an intelligent 
world to justify their act. Read itagain. lask 
the Senate, | ask the Senator, to read it again, and 
then compare it with any ordinance of independ- 
ence which he has yet seen put forth by any State 
south of the city of Washington in which we 
stand, and then let him state to the Senate whether 
he thinks that the denial of such aright as this, in 
the estimate of the world, is a cause for civil war, 
or war of any kind. 


Sir, | was about to say, some time ago, when | 


I was led into this dialogue, suppose there be a 
technical right on the part of the citizen of Ken- 
tucky to take this property of his into the Terri- 
tory of Nevada: and suppose that right be denied 
by the Government of the country: what does the 
right amount to? I suppose the citizen of New 
York ought to have the right, if he chooses, to 
take flour into the State of Wisconsin. But sup- 
pose the right be denied: do you think New York 
would set up the standard of rebellion because of 
it?) When flour is worth six dollars a barrel in 
New York, it is worth five dollars in Wisconsin; 
and it is not really a right so sacred or so essen- 
tial as I think would authorize the Empire State 
to plunge into civil war if it were denied. Is the 
right to take slaves intoa Territory more import- 
ant to the people of Kentucky? I suppose a good 
frehanl in the State of Kentucky is worth 
$1,000 or $1,200. Take him into the Territory 
of Nevada, and he is not worth his board and 
clothing. Why do they wish to preserve a right 
at the hazard of war which can only be carried 
out by the sscrifice of all value? AndI want Sen- 
ators to say here if that isa right to enforce which 
the peace and the prosperity of all these States 
must be put in jeopardy. 

Sir, we do not propose, then, to subjugate any 
State, nor to make war upon any State. That 
has been announced by the highest authority we 
have, ahd I believe by the most credible authority 
we have. Let it be believed; let it be believed 
south and north of this place; and if any men, 
injudicious, unthinking, unreading, suspicious 
men, see fit to doubt it, then I ask the Senator 
from Illinois to unite with us here in showing to 
every portion of the country that no such design 
exists or will be executed, and say to them at the 
same time, that while we do not propose to make 
war, we do not propose that war shall be made 
upon us. That, I think, will do something to 
pacify the country. 


Mr. President, the Senator did | 


is not recognized by the people | 
tates, shall the standard of rebel- 


March 25, 


| Mr. President, I never saved thec 
|! life; but I really believe I know how this country 
might be saved. I say it is not by dissolving ti; 
Union, but by supporting it. It is not by aii 
_ ing the Constitution, but by taking fast hold an 
That Constitution, sir, is the grand old ark which 
our fathers launched upon threatening floods ae 
freighted with the hopes of an uprisen world. ie 
you scuttle that ark, those hopes will be aa 
tered, to be gathered again; but when, or y a 
what strange shore, we do not know. We “te 
they will be gathered again, and again those iden, 
tical hopes will be intrusted not to a better shi... 
|| you cannot find a better one; it has not been ae 
structed, and is not likely to be; but intrusted 
| we hope, to wiser captains and to more faithful 
seamen. 
|| Does any man, or any class of men, co 


ountry in my 


} 


' 
| 
| 
| 
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mplai 
of rights withheld? Is justice denied to any Seat 


| or to any section? Let those individuals or tha; 
|| class, let that State or that section, go bravely to 
the people of the United States for redress, anq 
|| not to the people of any one State. Are you the 
victim of a private wrong? Their courts are ope 
to your relief. Do you wish a new policy adopted 
oran old onechanged? Their Legislature is open 
to hear you; and, if your cause is just, no doubt 
they will answer. 
| _ Sir, do you know any people wiser or juster 
| than the people of the United States? We hear 
a great deal said about the confederate States: jt 
|| is said there are seven of them; itis said that sey- 
eral other States, ‘like a man to double purpose 
bound, stand in pause’ whether they shall go or 
| stay; whether they shall abide with us, or join 
their fortunes with those of the confederate Staies; 
and they say that unless we give them new guar- 
antees of some sort, they will go, and wil! not 
stay. What guarantees can we give them, except 
the faith of the people of the United States, plighted 
to them by the most solemn form of contract that 
man has ever devised? You have got that al- 
ready. Suppose you go: what will you have to 
rely upon but the faith of the people of the con- 
federate States? Are they wiser, are they juster, 
are they more magnanimous, than the people of 
the United States? Do you believe it? Would 
you feel safer there? I have not learned to believe 
that; and especially, if 1 could believe that those 
people were fairly represented by the men who 
conduct their public affairs. 
Sir, you have seen your treasures, the treasures 
which belonged to the United States, taken pos- 
session of without the color or semblance of right. 
Is that the sort of justice you believe in? You 
have seen a battalion vi armed men gather around 
a garrison—no,a fortof the United Siates occupied 
by one old man—and carry it by storm. Is that 
the sort of magnanimity you think becoming a 
Fearon people? You have seen a soldier of 
igh rank, educated and supported by the people 
of the United States, raised to the rank, I think, 
of a brigadier, put in possession of an important 
command, placed in custody of valuable property, 
surrender it all to a jurisdiction which had no 
control over it, to which he was in no manner 
responsible, and actually lay the flag of his coun- 
try at the feet of an enemy of his country. Is 
that the sort of fidelity to which Representatives 
of the States south of us, either on the Gulf or the 
‘borders, think it would be safe, peculiarly safe, 
to intrust the rights of their citizens? 1 do not 
think so. I must be excused for saying | would 
rather put my trust in the judgment and in “ 
justice of the people of the United States; an 
whatever be your cause of complaint, therefore, 
lay it before them; take their response to 1t; but 
beware of one, great, fatal blunder: if their Pd 
ments are convined, they will grant relief, but 
until you can convince their judgments, do ard 
God’s sake, and for your sakes, undertake to sub- 
due their wills. 


i| 


1 





if 
| 





You do not rightly comprenene, 
I fear, what the people of the United States are 
composed of. 
Sir, the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Breck 
INRIDGE] indulged, the other day, in most ae 
fying reflections. He turned us all back to = 
period when the citizens of his own State foug 
the battles of our common country upon the plains 
of the Northwest. We have not forgotten that 
pa in our histery—not a word of it, not @ 
syllable of it. That blood is all thered up there, 
and is still circulating there. We cannot any 
back those bones which, he told us, were bleac 
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ing there, but we can tell him this: that if ever a I] 
foreign enemy, or a domestic enemy, assail the 
eace or assault the honor of the State of Ken- 
tucky, we will bring our own bones there and | 
pay him in kind. Sir, I fear we do not remember 
that the people of the United States have gathered 
within them the blood which freedom has shed 
upon all her battle fields, from Marathon to York- 
town. Do not try to subdue them. Slow to a- 
controversy, they are difficult to give itup. They 
have not forgotten how to die; they never knew 
how to surrender. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have been 
forcibly struck with the peculiar reasons which 
the Senator from Wisconsin has ———s for op- 

osing the resolution which I offered. First, he 
thinks it unnecéssary to adopt it, because I seem 
to possess all the information expected to be eli- 
cited by it, and therefore it is unnecessary for 
other Senators to possess it; secondly, he objects 
to its adoption, because he does not think the || 
War Department possesses the information; third, | 
he thinks it unnecessary to adopt it, because the 
late Administration, being in possession of the 
information, imparted it all to the secessionists in | 
the confederate States privately; and fourth, that 
since the secessionists possess It, it is not prudent | 
for us to let our own people have it. Those are 
the four reasoris why the resolution ought not to 
be adopted. They are so consistent and harmo- 
nious that | shall not attempt to resist the force 
of them. 

Mr. HOWE. If the Senator would prefer to | 
reply to those reasons, I am quite willing he 
should; but I will state to him in justice, that he 
is entirely mistaken in the reasons which | gave, 
the last two especially. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | listened to the Senator at- 
tentively, and looked over the report, as full as I 
could find it in the newspapers, and found it sus- 
tained that construction. 

If the War Department does not possess the 
information, certainly there would be no harm in 
adopting the resolution and getting that answer. 
If this information has been imparted to the con- 
federate States, and the enemy are in possession 
of it, there certainly can be no harm in lettingour 
people have it, 

But, sir, l apprehend it would tend to allay the 
publicexcitementto have this information attested 
so that it would appear that there was but one 
fort within the limits of the confederate States now 
in the possession of the United States. Of course, 
l except Fort Sumter, inasmuch as I understand 
the order has been given for surrendering it up. 
There is but one where a collision could take 
place. LIapprehend that Fort Pickens is the only 
one within the limits of the confederate States in 
the possession of the United States. If there is 
any other, I should like to know it. It may be | 
supposed, perhaps, that Key Westand Tortugas, 
or Forts Taylor and Jefferson, as they are called 
in the War Department, are within the limits of 
the confederate States; but that is entirely a mis- 
take. The confederate States, being a revolution- 
ary government, hold whatever they actually oc- | 
cupy,and no more. Revolution takes nothing by 
implication; and inasmuch as the confederate 
States have never been in possession of Key West | 
or Tortugas, it cannot.be said that those places | 
are within the limits of the confederate States un- | 
der their revolutionary government. Besides, 
those two places are national fortifications, built 
for general defense—fortifications in which the | 
commerce of Maine has a thousand fold more in- 
terest than that of Florida. Those are places that | 
we should hold under all circumstances, whether | 
the cotton States should be restored to us, or 
whether they shall be permanently separated from 
us, 

I desired to find out whether the policy is to 
be peace or war. J believe it to be peace. Oth- 
ers dissent from that view of the inaugural. The 

‘nator from Wisconsin has just called upon me 
to assure the southern States that it was not the 
purpose of the Republican Administration to in- 
vade the rights or make war upon the people of 
the South. That Senator forgets that alee I put 
that construction upon the President’s inaugural, | 
| was told from that side of the Chamber that I 
was officiously construing the inaugural,and now | 

€ implores me again to do that for which | was | 
rebuked when I did it. 1 apprehend the Senator | 
will find that the construction I put upon the in- | 
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'| to remark heretofore, that when minorities become 
|| majorities they often find it necessary to pursue 


ing before they assumed the responsibilities of 
peers and I trust that those who are now. at the 


| they would do when canvassing for votes pre- 
| vious to the election. 


| says, they tend to belittle the Government and 


| to doa thing which the Constitution and laws 
| asserted? What was it I said, and demonstrated, 
| First, that they had no power to collect revenue 


anywhere else than at the places designated by 


| violate the laws of the land. 


augural was the true one, and the policy which I 
have indicated in the remarks that I have made is | 
the one which will be pursued, whether it was || 
originally designed or not. I have had occasion 


a policy which they were in the habit of condemn- 


ead of the Government are going to show them- | 
selves equal to the emergency, and do whatever | 
the peace and safety and unity of this Govern- | 
ment require, regardless of what they thought 


The Senator does not like the arguments by | 
which I have enforced my views in this discus- 
sion. He objects te my arguments because, he 


people of the United States. How? Do | belittle | 
the Government by telling the people that the 
President has no constitutional or legal authority | 


forbid? Does he controvert the truth or the ac- 
curacy of any fact or any principle of law that 1 


that this Administration had no power to do? 


law; and hence their threat that they were going 
to collect revenue on shipboard, was a threat to 
Second, that under 
the Constitution and laws, no Administration has 
any power to blockade the ports of this country; 
and hence the threat to blockade the southern ports 
was a threat to violate the Constitution and laws 
of the land. Third, that the President cannot 
rightfully use the military force to execute fhe law, 
except in aid of the civil authorities; and hence 
the threat to do it without such legal authority 
was a threat to violate the Constitution and law. 








Demonstrating these three propositions, the Sen- 
ator thinks is belittling the Government and peo- 
ple of the United States! Is it wise to make our 
people believe that the President has lawful au- 
thority to dothat which the Constitution and laws 
forbid? Is it wise to delude them into the belief 
that the party just assuming power is going to 
do that which the Constitution does not permit? 
Is it belittling this Government to say that the 





| administrators of this Government have no right 
| to violate the Constitution and laws of the coun- 


try? Sir, our boast is, that we live under a Gov- 
ernment of laws; that the President and all in 


| authority under him are authorized to do that 


which the law provides, and nothing more. When 
gentlemen are holding out the idea to the country 
that they are going to collect revenue and block- 
ade ports and use military force without authority 
of law and in violation of law, they are only pro- 
claiming that their President is going to perjure 
himself, and violate the oath he took to faithfully 
execute the laws. 

Mr. HOWE. With the Senator’s permission, 
I will call his attention to the point of objection 
lurged. It was, not that he pointed out those | 
legal embarrassments, but that he did not recog- 
nize the fact that the Government must have, and 
ought to have, revenues from all its ports and all 
its commerce; and that, instead of summoning 
the people, or the representatives of the people, 
to provide the necessary means for getting it, he | 
summoned the Government to abandon the reve- 
nue. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I tried during 
the last session of Congress, whea that side of 
the House were rushing through a tariff bill that 
will destroy the revenues, to arrest its progress by 
showing them that they were going to deprive the 
Government of means. They would not listen to 
the warnings that were given them. They have 
rushed through that tariff bill, and now find them- 
selves without capacity to collect the revenue un- 
der it, and object because I point out the defects 
in the law. It wasnecessary to pointout the defects 
in order to turn the attention of the country to the 
fact that legislation is necessary in order to have 
revenue. I shall regret it much if it turns out to 
be so; but | apprehend we shall have to be assem- 





the subject of revenue what has just been so reck- | 
lessly and unwisely done. 

But the Senator says that my pointing out 
their inability, without violating the Constitution | 





and the laws, to do what their party leaders pro- 
fess they are going to do, reminds him of the 
Tories of the Revolution. He will not say that I 
am a Tory, but he says my speech reminds him 
ofthem. Well, sir, a man may be reminded of 
the Tories by his antagonism to them, or by his 
own identity with them. I do not choose to say 
which category the Senator from Wisconsin is in, 
I have not the slightest apprehension that the 
people of the United States will regard me as an 
eoemy of my country. I shall go into no defense 
of my patriotism or my devotion to the country; 
nor shall I take any exception to that line of argu- 
ment, which dealt rather in insinuations than di- 
rect assertions; for it seems impossible for Sena- 
tors on that side of the Chamber to make a speech 
without impugning my motives or assailing m 
character. It has become a matter of habit with 
them, here and elsewhere; and I suppose if I 
should die, I would have the longest list of mourn- 
ers that ever graced a funeral cortége in this coun- 
try, because there would be so many politicians 
deprived of the material out of which they manu- 
facture their speeches, [Laughter.] 

The Senator has read the three propositions 
which I laid down in my speech of the other day, 
and then stated that of the three, I said the first 
was the best and the lastgvas the worst. After 
reading them, he tells us that, in his opinion, the 
first is the worst, but he will not say which of the 
other two is best. I will read them agnee in or- 
der that the Senate may understand which line of 
policy, in his opinion, is the worst that can be 
pursued. The first is: 

“1. The RESTORATION AND PRESERVATION OF THE 
Union by such amendments to the Constitution as will 
insure the domestic tranquillity, safety, and equality of all 
the States, and thus restore peace, unity, and fraternity, to 
the whole country.”’ 

That is the worst proposition that could be laid 
down, the worst line of policy that could be pur- 
sued, in the estimation of that Senator. What 
is it? 

“Such amendments to the Constitution as will insure 
the domestic tranquillity, safety, and equality of all the 


States, and thus restore peace, unity, and fraternity, to the 
whole country.” 


Is the Senator from Wisconsin opposed to in- 
suring their domestic tranquillity? Is he opposed 
to insuring their safety? 1s he opposed to insur- 
ing their equality? Is he opposed to restoring 
yeace, unity, and fraternity to the whole country? 
Is that line of policy which will accomplish those 
objects the worst that could be pursued? The 
Senator from Wisconsin thinks itis. On this, he 
and | are at issue. As to the other two proposi- 
tions, he says he is so much in doubt that he will 
not say which he prefers. I will read the other 
two as the alternative propositions: 


‘2. A PEACEFUL DISSOLUTION OF THE UNION, by recog- 
nizing the independence of such States as refuse to remain 
in the Union without such constitutional amendments, and 
the establishment ofa liberal system of commercial and so- 
cial intercourse with them by treaties of commerce and 
amity. 


Or, 

3. War, with a view to the subjugation and military 
occupation of those States which have seceded or may 
secede from the Union.”’ 

The Senator is unable to tell us whether he 
prefers a dissolution of the Union by peace, or 
whether he prefers it by war; but he aaaien either 
to such amendments to the Constitution as will 
insure the dgmestic tranquillity, safety, and equal- 
ity of all the States. 1 am aware, sir, that there 
are men high in authority, and distingushed for 
many qualities, in the northern country, who 
really believe that this Union ought to be dissolved; 
some by peace, some by war. Those who wish to 
make the dissolution perpetual and eternal, would 
like to have it baptized in blood, so that there 
never could be a restoration. Sir, I do not wish 
to argue with those persons who prefer a disso- 
lution of the Union, either peaceably or by war, 
to such amendments of the Constitution as will 
insure the domestic tranquillity, safety, and equal- 
ity of all the States, mes thus restore fraternity. 
It is a question of union or disunion. That 
question, in oF mind, involves peace or war. In 
my opinion, all men who are opposed to amend- 


then | ments of the Constitution are looking to a disso- 
bled in extra session in a few months to undo on || 


lution of the Union, either as a necessity that 
cannot he avoided, or as a thing that is desirable 
in itself, 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator suffer me to 
interrupt him at this point? 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 
Mr. CLARK. I have heard him several times 


say that Senators on this side are in favor of a | 


dissolution of this Union. I understand him now 
to say that he judges ali those who oppose amend- 
ments to the Constitution to be in favor of dis- 
union. Lam one of those who choose to stand by 
the Constitution as itis; and I desire to declare to 
that Senator that I believe it to be a better and 
truer way to preserve this Union, to stand upon 
the Constitution as it is, than to attemptany such 
compromise as he contemplates. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave no doubt the Senator 
entertains that opinion. I have no doubt he will 
stand by that position, even if a dissolution of the 
Union is the inevitable consequence. I have no 
doubt he would prefer war to amendments of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CLARK. [If the Senator will allow me, 
i cannot permit that to go in the broad length in 
which he states it. I could judge of the amend- 
ments when they were proposed; but I say to 
him here, that | should deprecate civil war as 
earnestiy and deeply as he does. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No doubt of that; but yet 
when the question is war or amendments to the 
Constitution, | understand him to be against all 
compromises. He dé@precates war; it 1s a great 
calamity; he knows it; he feels it; yet that is 
better, in his estimation, than such compromises 
as will restore and insure the domestic tranquil- 
ty safety, and equality of all the States. 

r. CLARK. If the Senator will allow me 
again, because Ido not mean toe misunder- 
stood 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr.CLARK. I distinctly state now, and have 
said heretofore, that | believe we can stand upon 
the Constitution better than we can stand any- 
where else, and avoid war by standing upon it. 
{ believe, if the Senator will allow me, that the 
propositions that have been made in regard to 
compromises have demoralized the union feeling 
in the southern States; and if we had stood on 
the simple question of union or disunion in those 
States, we should stand better to-day than by 
standing on the question of compromise or dis- 
union; because, failing to get a compromise, a 
great many of the compromise men may become 

isunionists. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have no doubt the Sena- 
tor has entertained the idle hope that, by the bay- 
onet and threats of using it, they are going to 
reduce those States into obedience. 

Mr. CLARK. Allow me to correct the Sena- 
tor again. I have no such hope, nor have | ever 
made any such declaration. have no idea of 
reducing those States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I understand he has 
no expectation of enforcing the laws in those 
States. He has abandoned all purpose of enfore- 
ing the laws in them, I suppose. 

Mr. CLARK. Not at all, if the Senator will 
allow me. I do not propose to go on with these 
tnterruptions in his speech if they are unpleasant 
to him. But I do believe that, with a conserva- 
tive, judicious Administration, the time is coming, 
and not far distant, when the laws will be obeyed 
by the whole of the States of the Union, without 
the use of the bayonet or anything of the kind. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Sull, Mr. President, nobod 
can deny the fact that seven States have seceded. 
Seven States have expelled the Federal authority 
from their limits. In seven States you have no 
human being recognizing your authority or will- 
ing to enforce your laws. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him—— 

Mr. CLARK. One moment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One at a time, if you please. 
{[Laughter. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois if the Post Office Department 





does not run its mails in every one of those States | 


pt? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I believe the 
Post Office Department runs its mails in the se- 
ceded States by the leave and permission of those 
States; by their authority. 
ters; and you cannot punish the man for opening 
them; and you do not try it. Knowing you could 
not, you applied to Congress for authority on be- 
half of the Postmaster General, to suspend car- 
rying the mails in certain cases, where they could 


hey open your let- | 














| 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ss sss "oom 


not be suspended without such authority. But 


here is the point: the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is opposed to using military force to execute 
the laws in those States; hence he does not pro- 


pose to enforce any laws in South Carolina, or | 
any of the States which have seceded, so long | 


as the people are against it; but he does intend 
to enforce them when the people come back. 1 
think there will not be much difference between 
him and me on that pdint. He cannot enforce 
our laws in a country not in our possession. We 
cannot enforce our laws within a State where we 
have no judge to issue a writ, no marshal to serve 


| it, no district attorney to prosecute it, and no jury 


that owes allegiance to this Government to try 
the case. 

Mr. CLARK. If the Senator will allow me 
once more to interrupt him, I will ask him, sup- 
pose Congress gives the President the power to 
collect the revenue on shipboard: can it not be 
done? Could not the law be enforced as to the 
revenue ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suppose if Congress should 
give power to the President to collect revenue on 
shipboard, he then would have the power to do 
it; that is, legally; but I am talking about the 
laws as they are. Now, we have got the admis- 
sion that they do not expect to collect any reve- 
nue on shipboard until the law is changed. A 
great many persons thought otherwise when I 
announced it the other day. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire the Senator not to take 
the admission as including anybody else but me. 
I simply put the question to him about a polic 
of which I know nothing, and as a matter which 
occurred to my own mind. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I only take the admission 
as to the Senator himself; but, as the admission 
was so clearly true, | thought it was no offense 
to gentlemen on that side of the Chamber to in- 
clude them in it. 

Mr. CLARK. It is not tome. Ask their per- 
mission as to them. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suppose they will take no 
offense at my attributing the truth to them, inas- 
much as they have told the country they were 
going to collect the revenue the moment Mr. Lin- 
coln was inaugurated. They were going to find 
out whether we had a Government or not; the 
collection of the revenue was to be the test. The 
President said he was going to collect the revenue 
to the extent of the powers confided to him. Yes, 
they all said, **‘ Now, that means that the revenue 
is going to be collected on shipboard.”’ I rose, 
and told them, ‘* No, that is not what Mr. Lin- 
coln means. Mr. Lincoln is a lawyer; he knows 
that he cannot collect revenue, except in the cases 
and places where the law permits him; and Mr. 
Lincoln is not going to violate the law or his 
oath.’? They said, on that side of the Chamber, 
it was very impertinent for me to pretend to in- 
terpret Mr. Lincoln’s a when I said he did 
not intend to perjure himself. 1 had done it, they 
said, unasked, uninvited, and they did not recog- 
nize my leadership at all; but now the Senator 
from New Hampshire is convinced that revenue 
is not to be collected on shipboard until Congress 


|| gives the power. 


ro the Senator means to be understood, though 
do not know whether he does or not, that any- 
body on this side of the Chamber, any Senator 
here, said that, immediately upon Mr. Lincoln’s 
inauguration, we were going to collect the revenue 
on shipboard. Does the Senator mean to be 
understood that anybody said it on this side? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the statement 
has been made very generally, that the 
oing to collect the revenue on shipboa 
ir. Lincoln came into office. 
Mr. CLARK. Does the Senator mean that 
Senators here have made that statement? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not choose to go into 
controversy with individual Senators. 
Mr. CLARK. Very well, then; we will under- 
stand you do not so mean. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. My object was to negative 


were 
when 


| the pretense that they were going to collect the 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I do not sup- 


) 


revenue on shipboard without a change of the 
law. They now say that they only meant that 
they were going to do it when the law should 
make it-their duty to doit. I suppose they would; 
and not tll then. Hence it does not depend on 
Mr. Lincoln whether revenue is to be collected 
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on shipboard or not. It depends o 

when Phe members shall be deo a 
assemble and vote the measure. Not til] _ al 
it be hae: we as mean 

Mr. President, because I pointed out the jnai.: 
ity under the law todo what they were cr 
they were going to do, I was rebuked, [r wn 
out [ was right; they are not going to do it at . 
It may be that Congress will assemble nex; D 
cember, or sooner, and make it the duty of Mr. 
Lincoln to collect the revenue on shipboard : if 
Congress says so, 1 suppose he will attempt it It 
may be that Congress will at the same time mak 
it his duty to blockade the ports. If Congress yo 
provides, and makes it his duty, I presume he 
will doit. It may be that Congress will authorize 
him, and make it his duty, to use the militar 
power to enforce the laws. If Congress makes 
it his duty, I suppose he will make the efor; 
Then it will become the policy of Congress, ang 
not of the President and his administration, M; 
Lincoln did not mean any of these things in his 
inaugural. He did not mean to be understood as 
saying that he was going to do that which the 
law did not authorize him to do, and which j, 
forbade his doing without the authority of Cop. 
gress; and which Congress might never authorize 
to be done. 

I now take great pleasure in giving the assur. 
ance which the Senator from Wisconsin so be- 
seechingly implored me to give just at the close 
of his speech, that, in my opinion, this Adminis. 
tration does not intend to make war on the south- 
ern States—certainly so long as Congress with- 
holds the means to do it. I think, therefore, that 
those States are entirely safe and secure in their 
rights of person and property under the Consti- 
tution and laws,and that the Aidinistetlen will 
not invade those rights, and do not intend to do 
so. Nor do'l think they intend, when Congress 
assembles, to recommend a war policy. If they 
follow the policy indicated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, there can be no war, for he 
thinks that the laws should be enforced in the 
States which have seceded so soonas they, by the 
votes of a majority of their people, shal! determine 
to come back into the Union. The inference is, 
that he is not going to enforce the laws until that 
happens; and if they never come back, he will 
never enforce the laws. If they do come back, 
then there will be no objection to enforcing the 
laws. Sol suppose we are to understand that 
when gentlemen talk so much about enforcing the 
laws, they mean thatif the southern confederacy 
shall dissolve, and each of the States shall resume 
its position in this Union under the Constitution, 
and send Senators and Representatives here to 
help us pass laws, then they will enforce them in 
those States for the protection of the people. If 
that is what is meant by the enforcement of the 
laws, I think there will not be much controversy 
upon that subject. If they are going to waituntil 
that contingency shall happen, no friend nye 
will complain of their line of policy. Butif they 
are going to use military force to execute the laws 
in the States which have seceded, with the view 
of coercing obedience to this Government, that 
will lead directly to war. Why? We cannoten- 
force laws in a country that is not in our posses- 
sion. We have been expelled from the possession 
of that country. The only possible mode by 
which we can enforce our laws there is, if they 
will not come back voluntarily, to send an army 
and reduce them to submission, and hold them by 
military occupation until they shall be willing ‘ 

ield obedience, and thus enable us to enforce the 
aws on them. But since the war policy has — 
so generally disavowed by Senators on that ’ e 
of the Chamber, and peace has been declare he 
be the policy of the Administration, it seems dis 
I was not so far wrong when I incurred the dis- 

leasure of so many Senators‘on account of my 
interpretation of the inaugural. For it seems - 
be generally conceded now that no revenue !s ’ 
be collected unless Congress makes it the duty k. 
the President to do it; no ports are to be her 
aded unless Congress makes it the duty of t : 
President to blockade them; no military force aa 
to be used unless Congress shall require bat is 
done, and provide the means; and that not ing 
to be done that leads to war. Thatis a very 6m 

licy—a much wiser and better policy t a 4. 
fad expected or hope® for from a Republican m 
ministration. I do not know that I should ha 
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they would have acted with as mach wisdom and 
atriotism. 
Mr. CLARK. You did not defeat them. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. No; nor wouid I have made 
as great efforts to defeat them. 
Mr. CLARK. You did us no harm. [Laugh- 


ee. DOUGLAS. If I did not defeat you, it 
was not my fault. ‘I used my best effort to do it. 
Mr. CLARK. You could not quite come it. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I could not quite come it, 
and you see the consequences. Seven States are 
out of the Union, civil war is impending over you, 
commerce is interrupted, confidence destroyed, 
the country going to pieces, just because | was 
unable to defeat you. No man in America be- 
lieves these consequences would have resulted if 
| had been successful in my efforts to defeat you. 
You can boast that you have defeated me, but 
you have defeated your country with me. You 
can boast that you have triumphed over me, but 


you have triumphed over the unity of these States. | 
Your triumph has brought disanion; and God | 
only knows what consequences may grow out | 


of it. : 
Mr. HOWE. Do I understand the Senator || of an act of the Government of the United States 


that it isthe election of President Lincoln instead 
of some one of the other candidates, that has 
caused the dissolution of the Union ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin can understand me just as I say. If I[ had 
succeeded in defeating your party at the presiden- 
tial election, thereby rendering it certain that the 
policy of that party was not to be carried into 
effect, the people of the southern States would 
have rested in security that they were safe, and 
the Union never would have been dissolved. 

Mr. HOWE. What policy is that? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The policy of a sectional 
party, that makes war upon the institution of 
slavery as it exists in the States of the Union; 
and wishes to use the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to cripple it wherever the Constitution, 
according to your construction, does not forbid. 

Mr. HOWE. That is the very point upon 
which I want the Senator’s testimony. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, you have got it. 

Mr. HOWE. That the Republican party is 
not in favor of any sectional party. It is in favor 


of maintaining the authority of the whole people | 


of the Union over all questions within their juris- 
diction. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That, I suppose, depends 
upon what is meant by the words “ sectional 
party.”’ [ presume there will be no controversy 
about the proposition that the Republican party 
rests upon the basis of hostility to the institution 
of slavery wherever it exists to the extent that the 
Constitution of the United States does not forbid 
your interference. Under that construction of the 


Constitution, you claim the right to prohibit sla- | 


very in all the Territories of the United States by 
act of Congress. Not only that, but you assert 
that Congress is clothed with the power and duty 
thus to prohibit, and that you are going to use the 
authority of this Federal Government to the ex- 
tent of the powers conferred by the Constitution, 
according to your construction of it, to cripple, 


restrain, and.destroy what you call the “slave | 


power” inthiscountry. That being your avowed 


policy, the southern States, when you triumphed | 


in the presidential election, came to the conclu- 
sion that you were in earnest; that you had not 
been proclaiming these principles to the northern 
people for the purpose of deceiving them into 
giving you support; and that you meant to do just 
what you pretended you would do. Hence they 


expected that the moment you got power, you | 


would take up the bill of last year which you had 
passed through the House of Representatives, 
which was lying on the table of the Senate—to 
repeal the slave code of New Mexico, and abolish 
eral in that Territory; but these southern peo- 


ple di you injustice in supposing you intended 
ane any such thing. Theresultprovest’ .* you 


not intend to do it, and that the appreheustons 
of the southern people were not well founded. It 
Seems that these professions of an intention to pro- 
oan slavery in the Territories were made only 
or the purpose of getting northern votes. When 


you had accomplished your onects you aban- | 


doned all idea o passing the bil 


é if indeed you 
ever entertained it, for 


it might disturb the 


| have abandoned the aggressive policy of abolish- 
| ing slavery in all the country south of the thirty- 
| seventh parallel. You have made further sacri- 
| fices than that for the sake eh orn and the Union. 





| never heard of suchalaw. The 
| ment has passed acts to prohibit slavery in some 








eeginning of this Government down to 1859, sla- 








made as great efforts to defeat them if I thought | peace of the Union. Hence I thought the Sen- 


ator from Kentucky (Mr. Breckinrince] did you 


ization. I think that you have abated much. You 


I give you credit for them. You have passed ter- 
ritorial bills organizing the Territories of Colo- 
rado, Nevada, Dakota, on the principle of—what? 
The Nebraska villainy, if I may be permitted to 
repeat the polite language of the Senator from 

isconsin. I never deemed myself at liberty to 


use the word in the Senate before; but, inasmuch 


as the Senator used it, and appealed to the Chair 
to know whether it was any violation of decorum, 
and silence gave consent, | suppose now | may 


| Territories we now possess on the identical prin- 


ciple of the Nebraska villainy ! 

Mr. HOWE. Now really, Mr. President, let 
me assure the Senator that I did not cut that coat 
for him at all, nor for the Nebraska bill. I spoke 


imposing slavery upon a Territory asa villainous 
act, and not the mere enactment of a law organ- 
izing a Territory and omitting to exclude slavery. 


spoken of such an act as a villainous one. : 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 1am very glad, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to hear that explanation, and I take it in all | 


I should not, out of deference to the Senator, have 


| sincerity. I thought the gentleman was a man of | 
| too much intelligence ever to have said or thought | 
| that the Nebraska bill was a villainy; and I did 


not expect to hear that from him, and I am very 
glad, therefore, to be corrected. 1 know that some | 
politicians, for political effect, were in the habit 
of so representing it some years ago, in order to 
get votes, but I never supposed any of them be- 
lieved it. The Senator, therefore, referred on! 
to an act of the Federal Government to establis 
slavery in a Territory. Ido not know what act 
of this Federal Government he refers to. Iam 
not aware that the Federal Government ever 
passed an act establishing slavery anywhere. I 
Federal Govern- 


places, but never to establish it, to maintain it, to 
protect it, or to keep itin any place. Hence the 
Senator was mistaken in using the word * vil- 
lainy’’ in this connection, for it seems none had 
ever occurred. It was merely a lapsus lingua, and 
therefore, of course, the reporter will not keep it 
in the report. . 

It is true that in the beginning of this Govern- 
ment slavery was prohibited by law in the terri- 
tory northwest of the Ohio river. That prohibi- 
tion continued up to 1858, when Minnesota was 
admitted into the Union; that is, it continued 
within the limits of each Territory until it became 
a State. That prohibition of Congress never ceased 
until 1858. In 1820 Congress passed an act to 
prohibit slavery north of 36° 30’ within the Lou- 
isiana purchase. This prohibition continued until 
it was practically superseded by the compromise 
measures of 1850, and on the statute-book until 
removed in 1854 by the act called the Nebraska 
bill. In 1848, Congress passed an act prohibiting 
slavery in Oregon. That continued until 1859, 
when Oregon became a State. Hence, from the 


rr ne 


very was prohibited by the Congress in some 

ortion of the Territories of the United States. | 

ut now, for the first time in the history of this | 
Government, there is no foot of ground in Amer- 
ica where slavery is prohibited by act of Congress. 
You of the other side of the Chamber, by the 
unanimous vote of every Republican in this body 
and every Republican in the House of Represent- 


| 
| 
i 
} 
| 
be permitted to say that you organized all the 
j 








atives, have organized all the Territories of the 
United States on the principle of non-intervention | 
by Congress with the question of slavery, leaving 
the people to do as they please, subject to the 
limitations of the Constitution. Hence I think 
the Senator from Kentucky fell into a grave error 
of fact, as well as of law, when he said the other | 
day that you had not abated one jot of your | 
creed; that you had not abandoned your aggress- 
ive policy in the Territories, and that you were 
now pursuing the or of excluding the southern 
people from all the Territories of the United 


| 
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States. You have by unanimous vote this year 
declared in the most solemn form that such is no 


_ great injustice the other day, when he said that || longer the, policy of your party. The Senator 
| you had not abated one iota from the platform of | 


_ from Kentucky was led into this error by reading 
| your party, or the creed of the Republican organ- 


| the Chicago platform. 


_ He read the platform 
adopted before the election as evidence of what 


| the party intended to do after election. That was 


a great mistake. The result proves that it\was a 


| mistake. What you may have said before the 


election was one thing. hat you felt it your 
duty as patriots to do immediately after the elec- 
tion is a very different thing. After having se- 
cured the power, you went to work and organized 
all the Territories that we have now got, on the 
principle of non-intervention and popular sover- 
eignty, according to the model of the compromise 
measures of 1850, and the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
of 1854, without prohibiting slavery anywhere. 
Hence we are bound to infer and forced to admit, 
as an act of simple justice, that you have aban- 
doned your crusade against slavery in the Terri- 


| tories and have recognized the right of slavehold- 
| ers to an equal participation iv all the Territories 


of the United States. In fact, there never has 
been a time, since the Government was founded, 
when the right of slaveholders to emigrate to the 
Territories and carry with them their slaves, and 
hold them on an equal footing with all other prop- 
erty, was so fully and distinctly recognized 1n all 
the Territories as at this time, and that, too, by 
the unanimous vote of the Republican party in 
both Houses of Congress. 

The Senator from Kentucky has told you that 
the southern States now in the Union will never 
be satisfied to remain in it unless they get terms 
that will give them either a right, incommon with 
all the other States, to emigrate into the Territo- 
ries, or that will secure to them their rights in the 
Territories on the principle of an equitable divis- 
ion. These are the only terms on which, as he 
says, those southern States now in the Union 
will consent to remain. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of that distinguished Senator to the fact that, 
under the law, as it now stands, the South have 
all the rights which he claims. First, southern 
men have the right to emigrate into all the Terri- 
tories, and carry their slave property with them, 
on an equality with the citizens of the other States; 
secondly, they have an equitable partition of the 
Territories assigned by law, all slave territory up 
to 37° instead of 36° 30’, half a degree more than 
they claim. The Senator was mistaken, there- 
fore, both in law and fact, in supposing that the 
South have been excluded. He will not say that 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill excluded the South, nor 
that the compromise measures of 1850 excluded 
them; nor can he say that the territorial bills 
passed this year exclude them; for they are all 
on the same basis, so far as the question of sla- 
very in the Territories is concerned. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, supposing that the Repub- 
licans had not yielded these points, gives us this 
emphatic warning: 

‘* Whatever settlement may be made of other questions, 
this must be settled upon terms that will give them [the 
South) eithera right, in common with others, to emigrate 


into all the territory, or will secure to them their rights on 
a principle of equitable division.” 


Now, under the laws as they stand, in every 
Territory of the United States, without any ex- 
ception,a southern man can go with his slave 

roperty on equal terms with ail other property. 
hat are those terms? All persons and all prop- 
erty go into the Territories of the United States 
subject to the local law. Congress has nothing to 
do with the local legislation for the protection of 
persons and property in the Territories. All that 
Congress does is to organize the Territory, define 
the jurisdiction of the territorial government, allow 
the people to elect a Legislature, and make laws 
for the protection of persons and property. Con- 
gress has never yet _ a law to protect cattle, 
horses, or merchandise, in the Territories; Con- 
gress has never yet passed a law to protect slave 
property ina Territory ; Congress has never passed 
a law to protect any kind of property whatever in 
a Territory. All that Congress has done is to say: 
‘* the legislative power of said Territory shall! ex- 
tend to all rightful subjects of legislation consist- 
ent with the Constitution of the United States,’’ 
without excepting cattle, horses, merchandise, or 
any other kind of property, and without except- 
ing persons—black or white, free or bond. Hence 
every man, either from the North or South, may 
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go into the Territories with his property on terms 
of exact equality, subject to the iocal law; and | 
slave property stands on an equal footing with all | 
other kinds of property in the Territories of the | 
United States. It now stands on an equal footing 


in all the Territories for the first time. I have | 





| 
| 
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quired, in addition to this, laws of Congress to 
protect slavery in the Territories? That cannot 
be said; for oniy last May the Senate, by a nearly 


| unanimous vote—a unanimous vote of the south- 


! 


shown you that, up to 1859, little more thana year || 
ago, it was prohibited in part of the Territones. || 


ltis not iy pana anywhere now. For the first || 


time, under Republican rule, the southern States | 
have secured that equality of rights in the Terri- 
tories for their slave property which they have 
been demanding so long. 

Mr. WADE. We are very generous. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Ohio says 
they are generous. 1 agree you are generous. 
You have acted both generously and magnani- 
mously on this occasion. You have come for- 
ward and done for the South just what I have 
been urging you to do for twelve years; what 
you would not do when you were in a minority; 
what you abused me for doing when | was in the 
majority; what you are compelled to do your- 
selves, by a sense of justice, the moment you get 


ate and to the country, whetherthe southern States 
have not. reason to rejoice in the liberal policy 
that is being extended to them by the Republi- 
cans, in the Territories. I rejoice at the estab- 
lishment of this policy; although it is done by a 


in the majority. 1 submit, therefore, to the Sen- 


had for desiring to be President, was to carry 
out this policy. You defcated meand then adopted | 
the principle, and | am magnanimous enough to | 
give you credit for patriotism in adopting it. 1 | 
| 
| 


| 
| 
ge to which lam opposed. The only motive | 


oO not taunt you with this change. It is the 
highest evidence of your capacity to govern this 
country, that you have changed according to the 
necessity of the case. That man is not fit to rule 
a great people who boasts that he never changed 
an opinion or reversed his action. Wise states- 
men always conform their action to the existing 
condition of things, and change it just as fast as 
the safety, the prosperity, the honor of their coun- 
try require. I give you credit for having aban- 
doned the doctrine af conduaiebinst prohibition, 
Ever since 1846, when the Wilmot proviso was 
offered in the othtr House by a gentleman now 
holding a seat on this floor, up to this day, there 
has been a struggle on the part of what are now 
called Republicans, to prohibit slavery in the Ter- 
ritories by act of Congress, During that whole 
time, the new Senator from Pennsylvania was 
leading the host, with his name as the symbol of 
the party creed. The Wilmot proviso was their 


Congress in all the Territories. He has triumphed 
after his labors of fourteen years in that cause, 
and he has arrived here just time enough to find 
that his own party, by a unanimous vote in the 
Senate, and a unanimous vote in the House of 
Representatives, have repudiated the Wilmot pro- 
viso; have given up the distinctive feature of their 
policy; have rejected the corner-stone of the tem- 
ple, and have all come over to non-intervention 
and popular sovereignty, which they so long pro- 
fessed to abhor, aud I have no doubt very sin- 
cerely. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask why there is not peace, if we have adopted 
the peaceful policy? 

e DOUGLAS. Yes; I will tell you. Itis 
just because you have not satisfied the people of 
the South that you have done so. It is on your 
statute-book; it is on the Journals; but the laws 
and Journals have not been published, and you 
qonyeaen over there, from pride of opinion, re- 

use to acknowledge the truth, even after you 
have done the act; and a Senator on this side, 
taking it for granted that you had not done that 
which you would not admit that you had done, 
testifies that you have notabated an inch. Hence, 
by the joint testimony of both sides of the Cham- 
ber, the southern people are kept in the dark in 
regard to the fact that your Wilmot, proviso is 
abandoned ; that congressional prohibition is given 
up; that the aggressive policy is repudiated; and 
hereafter, the southern man and the northern man 
may move into the Territories with their property 
on terms of entire eonality without excepting | 
slaves or any other kind of property. 

What more do the southeri States want? What 
more can any man demand? Non-intervention | 
is all you asked. Will it be said the South re- 


| 
shibboleth, It meant prohibition of slavery by 


| 
| 


| 


4 motion to go into executive session, and finish 
| his speech to-morrow? 


|| of fourteen years, from 1846, when the Wilmot 
»roviso was first introduced by the Senator from 








| bodying the true principle, he cannot fail to re- 


ern men, with one or two exceptions—declared 
that affirmative legislation was not needed at this 
time. Inasmuch, then, as no legislation by Con- 
gress for the protection of slavery is necessary; 
inasmuch as no occasion has ever arisen to render 
it necessary: and inasmuch as the prohibitive 
policy of the Republicans is abandoned, and non- 


| intervention now established by iaw in all the 


Territories, without exception, what cause is'there 
for further alarm in the southern States, so far as 
the Territories are concerned? 


Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator give way for 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall conclude in a very 
few minutes. I know that this is rather an inflic- 
tion, but Senators must pardon me. I shall be 
through very soon. 

I repeat, the South have gotall they ever claimed 
in all the Territories; and hence the Senator from 
Kentucky will have an opportunity of saying to 
his people, when he returns, that after a struggle 


ennsylvania, down to 1861, they have at last, 
by a unanimous vote in both Houses, been able 
to organize every foot of territory the United 
States now possess, on the principle of non-in- 
tervention as affirmed in the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850, and the Kansas-Nebraska bill of 
1854. I know it will be a proud day when the 
Senator from Kentucky is enabled to say that to 
the people of Kentucky. Being one of those who 
distinguished himself so much by his eloquence 
in defense of the Kansas-Nebraska bill as em- 


joice when he finds Colorado, Nevada, and Dakota, 
including every foot of unorganized territory we 
now possess, organized on the identical principle, 
and in the identical language, so far as the power 
of the Territorial Legislature is concerned. There 
may be a question as to the construction of this 
bill, as there was in regard to the construction of 
the Nebraska bill, for the courts to decide; but 
those new Territories have been organized in the 
identical language of that bill, the identical lan- 
guage of the bill that Kentucky, and Virginia, 
and Tennessee, and North Carolina, and every 
southern State, have repeatedly indorsed. So far, 
therefore, as these States are concerned, they can- 
notcomplain. They have got all they claimed; 
and, as to the explanation our Nepublican friends 
will give to the northern people, I shall wait to 
see. If they acknowledge the truth frankly, I 
shall say they have proved themselves good pa- 
triots by preferring truth to polley » presrring 
right to political expediency; that so far as this 
is concerned, bygones are bygones; and 

will stand by them as long as they stand by the 
doctrine of the Nebraska bill. 

Then, sir, according to law, the slaveholding 
States have got equality in the Territories. How 
is itin fact? —The Senator from Kentucky. tells 
us that the southern States must have one of 
two things: either the right to take into the Ter- 
ritories their slaves on terms of equality with 
other property, or, in lieu of that, an equitable 
partition of the Territories. I have shown that 
they have got the right in all the Territories. 
Now, I propose to show that they have got the 
actual equitable partition, giving them more than 
they were disposed to demand. 

The Senator from Kentucky, now no longer 
here—I mean the illustrious Senator, (Mr. Crit- 
tenden,) whose eloquent voice closed his public 
life by an exhibition of patriotism that will cause 
every American heart to throb as long as our 
pay may read his history—the Senator from 

entucky, Mr. Crittenden, introduced a propo- 
sition for an equitable partition. That proposi- 
tion was, that north of 36° 30’ slavery aeontk is 

rohibited, and south of it should be protected 

y territorial law. Kentucky indorsed that prop- 
osition; Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee—I 
believe every one of the slave States now remaining 


in the Union, except Maryland—indorsed the Crit- 


tenden proposition; and aryland would have in- 
dorsed it, unquestionably, by a unanimous vote, 
if she had not been in that unfortunate predica- 
ment which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 














Brecxinrince} called ‘* voiceless.” But, sir, sh 
was not voiceless. Her silence in yielding the. 
dience to the Constitution and laws without : 
| murmur of dissatisfaction or disloyalty, s . 
P ’ poke 
| trumpet-tongued. Maryland, if her voice could 
be heard, would indorse the Crittenden Propo 
tion. That proposed an equitable partitien of 
: : of 
the territofy on the line of 36° 30’—prohibjti, 
slavery north, and protecting it south, } the 
local (binant hat is now the case? : » 
true the Crittenden proposition has not yet - 
come part of the Constitution; but it is also — 
that an equitable partition has been made by the 
vote of the ea themselves, establishing, main. 
taining, and protecting slavery in every inch of 
territory south of the thirty-seventh paralle| 
giving to the South ha:f a degree more than the 
Crittenden proposition. There stands your slave 
code in New Mexico protecting slavery up to 
the thirty-seventh degree as effectually as laws 
can be made to protectit. There it stands the 
law of the land. Therefore, the South has all 
below the thirty-seventh parallel, while Congress 
has not prohibited slavery even north of it, 

Then, sir, I repeat, if these southern States 

Kentucky included, are satisfied with an equitable 
partition on the line of 36° 30’, protecting slavery 
south of it, they have got it, and more too. [f 
they are satisfied with a right to go into all the 
Territories, and take slaves on an equal footing 
with other property, they have that. Instead, 
therefore, of. not having either of the terms pre- 
scribed bythe Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
BrecxinrinGE,]| the southern States have them 
both. What cause of complaint isthere? In view 
of these facts, I shall expect the Senator from 
Kentucky to go back to his native State, and in 
that brilliant mnanige of oratory, which | cannot 
repeat, from every hill-top and in every valley, 
and upon every smiling plain, rejoice that old 
Kentucky has at last got ‘‘ justice and equality” 
in the Territories of the Union. So far as legisia- 
tion is concerned, the southern States have got all 
they ever asked. The Republicans have granted 
it. I will not say that it has been extorted, for I 
think they made the concession for the sake of 
peace and of union. If they did, they should be 
sustained by their constituents for so doing. 
‘ What more, then, is demanded? Simply that 
a constitutional amendment shall be adopted, af- 
firming—what? Precisely whatevery Republican, 
in both Houses of Congress, has voted for within 
amonth. Just do by constitutional amendment 
what you have voted in the Senate and House of 
Representatives; that is all. You are not even 
required to do that, but merely to vote for a prop- 
osition submitting the question to the people of 
the States whether they will make a constitutional 
amendment affirming the equitable partition of the 
Territories, which the people have already made 
there. Why not? If it was right for you to sus- 
tain it in the Senate, why is it not right for you 
to permit the people to confirm it? If you made 
no unworthy concessions in retaining it upon the 
statute-book, certainly you ought to allow them 
to ratify your act. 

You may ask, why does the South want us td 
do it by constitutional amendment, when we have 
just done it voluntarily by law? The President of 
the United States, in his inaugural, has told you 
the reason. He has informed you that all of these 
troubles grow out of the absence of a constitu 
tional provision defining the power of Congress 
over the subject of slavery. Hence he recom- 
mends a national convention for the purpose of 
supplying such a provision in the Constitution. 
Therefore, inasmuch as the President of the Uni- 
ted States is in favor of constitutional amendment 
and recommends a national convention for ~~ 
purpose, I trust the Senator from Wisconsin _ 
pardon me for saying that I am in favor of — 
tutional amendment, too. He thinks the Covet 
tution good enough as it is, and wants nese 
ment. Mr. Lincoln does not agree with him. . 
thinks that the trouble has arisen from the a 
sence of such a constitutional provision, and wd 
gests a national convention to enable the peop" a 
supply the defect, leaving the peopie to Say il be 
it is, instead of dictating to them what it shal ‘i 

Now, inasmuch as we are to have & “ep 
convention to supply this acknowledged defec = 
the Constitution, { have got a compromise to = 
pose to the Senators on that side of the one S 
and it is this: that that constitutional ameneme 
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